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Current Topics. 
The Control of Food Supplies. 
THe National Food Journal, which has now reached it, 











| eighth number, calls attention to the careful efforts which are 
| being made to control the distribution of articles of prime 
| necessity. It claims that prices have now been fixed on a 
| considered and comprehensive basis, namely, the cost of pro- 
| duction and distribution, with a reasonable profit in each 
| case and nothing more; and adds ‘In a controlled system 
| there is no place for the profiteer.’’ This may be so, but the 

practical question is, Is there any place for the con- 
| sumer; in other words, will the controlled system produce the 
necessary supplies? Wedo not desire to indulge in needless or 
ungenerous criticism, but hitherto ‘‘ control ’’ does not appear 
to have resulted in abundance or even maintenance of supply. 
We need not go into details with which our readers are as 


more 


familiar as we are 


The New Scheme for Dastribution. 

However, Lord Ruonppa appears to have satisfied himself 
that the supplies are or will be reasonably adequate, and the 
matter to which he and his department are turning their atten- 
tion is distribution, so as to enable everyone to get his share and 
avoid the inconvenience and dangers of the queues. The plan 
which he is adopting is in principle a wise one. It is to decen- 
tralize the contro] and leave the local Food Committees to make 
their own schemes for distribution within their areas. The 
Order which has been issued to carry out this plan provides by 
paragraph 1 as follow 

A food committee may, with the consent of the Food Controller, 
by resolution adopt a scheme under this Order for controfling 
within their area the distribution and consumption of any article 
of food specified in the resolution 


Registration of Retailers and Customers. 
Upon tHE adoption of such a scheme certain provisions are 
to apply, but these will be subject to ad litions, modifications 
or omissions in the scheme.. The general purport is that re- 
tailers must be licensed or registered by the Food Committee ; 
that customers must be registered with a retailer; and that 
the retailer may not sell in excess of the quantity for the time 
being presc ribed by the ge ® Committee And eve ry retailer 
must, so far as practic able, divide his supplies of the specific 
article equitably among his registe red customers in proportion 
to the quantities permitted to be supplied to each under any 
II 
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direction of the Food Committee. Moreover, the Food Commit- 
tee may give directions as to the number of customers who may 
be registered with any particular retailer; the registration of 
any particular customer with any particular retailer, and 
the transfer of customers from one retailer to another; 
the manner and time of sale of the specified article; the 
manner of registration ; and generally for the purpose of giving 
effect to the scheme, and for prescribing anything that under 
the Order or. the scheme is to be prescribed. But in prescrib- 
ing quantities to-be sold, the Food Committee are not to exceed 
those specified in any direction of the Food Controller. We 
understand that numerous Food Committees are already 
attempting to give effect to the Order, but only experience 
can shew whether the scheme can be worked with success. The 
promulgation of the scheme seems to argue reduced and lessen- 
ing supplies, and it is obvious that it goes a long way in the 
direction of compulsory rationing. In fact, in substance it 
appears to be compulsory rationing. 


The Amendments to the ‘‘ Leaflet Regulation.’ 

AMONG THE new Defence of the Realm Regulations which 
we print elsewhere is the promised regulation amending the 
‘* Leaflet Regulation’’ (27c). The regulation required 
p. 90) every “leaflet relating to the present war 
or to the making of peace ’’ to have printed on each copy the 
true name and address of the author and of the printer 
thereof and, moreover, the contents had to be ‘‘ previously 
submitted to and passed by the Directors of the Official Press 
Bureau, or some other person authorized in that behalf ’’ by 
the Home Secretary. We protested at the outset against this 
interference with the expression and dissemination of opinion 
on a matter which at the present time far transcends any 
other in importance, and our opinion coincided with that very 
generally held. It was understood that the offending regula- 
tion, if not to be withdrawn, was at least to be substantially 
altered, and there will naturally be curiosity to see in what 
the alteration consists. The alterations are arranged in five 
First, in the former of the two passages quoted 
‘relating to’’ there are substituted the 
‘intended or likely to be used for propagandist pur- 
This, obviously, is no relaxation at 
all Provided a publication does not expose its author and 
publisher to liability on the ground that it is immoral, sedi- 
tious or libellous, it makes no difference in law whether it is 
or is not intended for use for ‘‘ propagandist purposes,’’ 
whatever that phrase may mean. We presume that it means 
that the author desires to convert others to his own opinion, 
and probably every pamphlet is written and circulated with 
that intention This change, therefore, does not vary the 
original regulation. And while we are on the subject we may 
suggest that neither the suppression of adverse opinions, nor 
the spreading of opinion on its own account, is any function of 
Government. A Government continues in power and carries 
on its allotted task—sometimes, unfortunately, of war: in 
general, of peace—so long as popular opinion is in its favour. 
But it is not for Government to attempt to control that 
opinion. The point, both constitutionally and practically, is 
too obvious to require labouring. , . 


recent 


(see ante, 


clauses. 
above, for the words 
words 
poses in relation to 


The Suppression of Opinion. 

THE sEconD change is to substitute, in the second passage 
quoted above, for the words ‘‘ the contents thereof have been 
previously submitted to and passed by’ the words ** copies 
thereof have, seventy-two hours at least before such printing, 
publication or distribution, as the case may be, been submitted 
in manner hereinafter mentioned to.’’ The third amending 
clause prescribes the mode in which the leaflet is to be sub- 
mitted. The fourth extends the definition of ‘‘leaflet’’ so 


as to include ‘‘ pamphlet, circular, card or poster.’’ And, 
fifthly, to the exemption of newspapers and periodicals there 
; ‘or any document issued by or or under the autho- 
rity of a candidate at a pending Parliamentary election for the 
purpose only of promoting his election’’—an addition for 
which there seems nothing to be said, Tf it is permissible ‘to 


‘ 


is added, 





influence voters by leaflets, this is ag important in view of a 
future election as in view of an immediate election; if the 
objection to leaflets is that they may provoke disorder, then an 
election is the worst possible time to permit their unrestricted 
publication. The substance of the alteration is, of course, that 
the leaflet. shall be submitted to the Censor before publication. 
The Censor will then no doubt see if he can bring it within 
Regulation 27 as a publication making statements likely to 
cause disaffection or interfere with military success, and, if 
so, it. will be seized under Regulation 51. The Government 
changes the method of suppressing free opinion, but does not 
abandon that suppression. Regulation 27 is so wide that 
any leaflet which can be described as “‘ pacifist ’’ can be brought 
within it. May we suggest that the Censorship properly exists 
solely for the purpose of excluding news of military importance, 
and in attempting to make it the means of controlling opinion 
the Government are making a misuse for it. The regulation 
in its amended form does not remove the objections which were 
originally expressed. We incline*to think that it intensifies 
them. 


Super-Tax and Residence Abroad. v3e8 

Super-Tax is an imposition of a novel character, and it is 
not surprising that there should be attempts to differentiate 
it from income-tax, and so avoid some of the incidents of the 
ordinary tax. There is, indeed, as was pointed out by Lord 
HerscuHeLy in Colquhoun v. Brooks (14 App. Cas., p. 504) a 
territorial limit to income-tax; thus, either the income-pro- 
ducing property must be situate in the United Kingdom, or 
the person whose income is to be taxéd must be resident there. 
But if’ it can be established that super-tax is a special tax 
incident only on the person and not on the property, then a 
person not resident in the United Kingdom would escape, not- 
withstanding that he has property here. This attempt has 
been made in Marion Brooke v. Inland Revenue Commissioners 
(Times, 12th inst.), but without success. The enactment im- 
posing super-tax is sect. 66 (1) of the Finance Act, 1910, and 
this directs that ‘‘in addition to the income-tax’’ there shall 
be charged ‘‘in respect of the income of any individual”’ 
whose income exceeds £5,000 (now £3,000) ‘‘an additional 
duty of income-tax,’’ of 6d. per £ above £3,000 (now a 
graduated rate per £ above £2,500). The effect of this 
enactment was considered by Parker, J., in Bowles v. At- 
torney-General (1912, 1 Ch. 123), and it was held that super- 
tax is, in fact, an additional income-tax, and is, in general, 
subject to the statutory provisions as to income-tax. Subject, 
therefore, to the directions as to the income in respect of which 
it is to be charged, it has the same scope as income-tax, and 
is payable by persons resident abroad in respect of income 
arising here. So, accordingly, the Court of Appeal (Swinren 
Eapy, Warrineton, and Scrutrton, L.JJ.) held, affirming the 
decision of Atkin, J. (33 T. L. R. 54). 


Dislike of Arbitrary Rulers to Lawyers. + 

WE near that Mr: Gerarp, formerly Ambassador for the 
United States in Germany, stated recently in a speech made 
at Washington that the Kaiser has no.sympathy with the 
legal profession, and in fact regards all lawyers with contempt 
and dislike. We do not know whether his Imperial Majesty 
is an admirer or imitator of the great NapoLEon, who was 
unwilling to recognize the privileges of the Order of Advo- 
cates, and is reported to have said that he had great objection 
to the Order; that they were troublesome people; that they 
had hindered the operations of the Government; and that for 
his part, if an advocate spoke against the State, he would like 
to have his tongue cut out. We have never heard that 
FreDERICK THE Great of Prussia held similar opinions, but 
it is by no means improbable, inasmuch as there is good 
ground for believing that he was at heart a tyrant. The 
reason for this dislike may possibly be found in a passage in 
the Reminiscences of Lord Morley, where, in answer to 4 
suggestion that the great executive officers never like or trust 
lawyers, the Secretary for India explains that they do not like 
or trust law; in their hearts they believe before al! else the 
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virtues of will and arbitrary power. At the same time 
NapoLeon’s name is associated with the Code which was pro- 
duced under his auspices, and we do not suppose he was really 
indifferent to the importance of law in the State; nor, we 
imagine, is the Kaiser unaware of the fame which great jurists 
such as Savicny and InerinG have acquired in the countries 
of the Central Empires and far beyond their borders. 


The Reckoning of Age. 


In the case of Re Shurey (Times, 20th inst.), Mr. Justice 
SarcanT had to deal with one of those puzzles which occa- 
sionally the awkwardness of facts presents. Under_the will 
of their father (who died in 1906) Captain Cuarves Suurey and 
his two younger brothers, Mr. H. R. Saurey and Mr. Gorpon 
L. SuurREy, were to take vested interests in the residuary estate 
on attaining the age of twenty-five years. Captain SHuREY was 
born on 22nd July, 1891, and died in France on 21st July, 
1916, of wounds received in action. Had he under those 
circumstances ‘‘ attained the age of twenty-five years ’’ at the 
time of his death, so as to have acquired a vested interest ; or 
had he just failed to attain the age, with the result that his 
estate would lose the benefit of his share? 

It is probably correct to say that, in popular language, a 
man does not attain a fresh natal year until he reaches the 
anniversary of his birthday. A man born on 22nd July is 
said to attain his majority on the 21st anniversary of that day. 
But the legal mode of reckoning is different, and the old cases 
contain examples of the nicety with which the law was able 
to accelerate the date, and fix it at what is usually regarded 
as the last day of the twentieth year. ‘‘If,’’ said Hour, C.J., 
in Fitzhugh v. Dennington (2 Ld. Raym. 1094), ‘‘a man were 
born on Ist February, and lived to 3lst January twenty-one 
years after, and at five o’clock in the morning makes his will 
and dies by six at night, that will is good and the devisor is 
of age.’’ This, of course, referred to a will of lands, for at 
that time a will of personalty could be made by a person 
whder twenty-one. And the reason the Chief Justice gave is 
that there is no fraction of a day, and, in the case put, the 
lst February would be, not the end of the twenty-one years 
required for majority, but after the expiration of the twenty- 
one years. Apparently this is the same case as that given as 
Anon in 1 Salk. 44, where Hott, C.J., is reported to have 
said: ‘‘ It has been adjudged that if one be born the Ist of 
February at eleven at night, and the last of January in the 
twenty-first year of his age, at one of the clock in_the morning, 





‘he makes his will of lands and dies, it is a good will, for he 


was then of age.’’ And for the case where it had been so 
previously adjudged we must go back to Herbert v. Turbell 
(1 Keb. 589), where ‘‘ it was said by Keetinc and Hype, and 
not denied, that H., born 16th February, 1608, [is | on the 15th 
February (1629) twenty-one years after of full age, and what- 
ever hour he were born is not material, there being no fraction 
of days.”’ 

Hour, C.J., who doubtless had an ingenious and subtle mind, 
had a somewhat similar question before him in Sir Robert 
Howard’s case (2 Salk., p. 25), where a policy of assur- 
ance was made to insure the life of Sir Ropert Howarp for 
one year from the day of the date thereof. The policy was 
dated 3rd September, 1697, and Sir Roperr died on 3rd 
September, 1698, about one o’clock in the morning. There 
appears at that time to have been a distinction between ‘‘ from 
the day of the date,’’ which excluded the day, and ‘‘ from the 
date,’’ which included it—the sort of distinction which in 
Sidehotham v. Holland (1895, 1 Q. B. 378) Linbtey, L.J., 
in a very similar connection, called ‘splitting a straw.’’ 
However, the first 3rd September was excluded, and since the 
law makes no fraction of a day, Sir Roserr had the whole of 
the anniversary day to die in, and consequently the insurer 
was liable. This seems fairly obvious, but the Chief Justice 
recurred to the question of full age and testamentary capa- 
city: “If he be born on the 3rd day of September, and on 





makes his will, this is a good will; for the law will make no 
fraction of a day, and by consequence he was of age.’’ 

The point cecurred again in J'oder v. Sansam (1 Bro. Parl. 
Cas. 468), where Tuomas Sansam was to take an estate under 
a will ‘‘as soon as he shall accomplish his full age of twenty- 
one years.’’ Now, THomas was born between the hours of five 
and six o’clock in the morning of the 16th August, 1725, 
and he died about eleven o’clock in the forenoon of 15th 
August, 1746, when he was killed by a fall from a waggon. 
It seems to have been assumed that he had lived to attain his 
full age of twenty-one years. 

There appears to have been a departure from this mode 
of reckoning in the statement made by Lord Biacksurn in 
delivering the judgment of the Judicial Committee in Letter- 
stedt v. Broers (9 App. Cas., p. ofa). The appellant, he 
said, ‘‘ was born on the 13th of May, 1853, and consequently 
attained the age of twenty-one on the 13th of May, 1874, and 
the age of twenty-five on the 13th day of May, 1878. But 
the exact-date of attaining these ages was not there material 
and Lord BiacksurRN no doubt was using the popular mode 
of reckoning, as indeed anyone would do whose attention was 
not. called to the legal subtlety involved. However, there 
seems to be no reason for ascribing to the words of the wil! 
the popular rather than the technical sense;. and accord 
ingly in the present case Sarcant, J., held, in accordance 
with the above authorities, that Captain Suurey attained the 
age of twenty-five on the day preceding his twenty-fifth birth 
day, arid accordingly his share of the residuary estate under 
his father’s will had vested in him. 





The War hinan of the ated States 


and Great Britain. 
Zz. 1 


Tuere have been so many pronouncements recently on the wai 
aims of the United States and Great Britein that the present seems 
a convenient time to attempt, in continuation of previous articles 
(61 Soricrrors’ JourNAL, p. 676), a summary of their effect. The 
pronouncements which may be regarded as of chief importance are, 
taking them in order of date, Lord Lanspowne’s letter in th 
Daily Telegraph of 29th November, President Wirson’s Address tu 
Jongress on the 4th inst., Mr. Asqgvirn’s speech at Birmingham 
on the 11th inst., Mr. Luoyp GrorcGe’s speech at Gray’s Inn on the 
14th inst. and his speech in the House of Commons at the close of 
the session, and the proposed Statement. of War Aims issued for the 
consideration of the Labour Party Conference this week. Some 
of these statements may involve controversial matter, but we do 
not propose to deal with thenr on that feoting. It is safe to sa) 
that they all represent influential bodies of opinion in America and 
in this country. 
Lorp Lanspowne’s LETTER 


Lord Lanspowne’s letter was prompted by the laudable desin 
point a way to the termination of the war :. 

“Tn my belief, :f the war is to be brought to a close in time 
to avert a world-wide catastrophe, it will be brought to a close 
because on both sides the peo} les of the countries involved 
realise that it has already lasted too Jong.” 


To beat the Germans is, in his view, not an end in itself, but only 
as a means of attaining the real object of the war, which is rm 
paration and security; ” but, of the two, security is the more 
indispensable, and the most obvious way of obtaining this is by 


a League of Nations 

“Tf the Powers will, under a solemn pact, bind themselves 
to submit future disputes to arbitration ; if they will under- 
take to outlaw, politically and economically, any one of their 
number which refuses to enter into such a pact, or to use their 
joint military and naval forces for the purpose of coercing a 
Power which breaks away from the rest they will! indeed, have 
travelled far along the road which leads to security.’ 

Support has already, Lord Lanspowxe points ou been given to 
such a League by President Wison in his speech at the banquet of 
the American League to Enforce Peace on 28th May, 1916; by Dr. 
Betumann-Hottwee, then German Chancellor, at the sitting of the 
Main Committee of the Reichstag; by the Papal Note of last 
August: by the Austrian Government in its Reply to that Note; 
by Count Czerntn at Budapest in October ; and by Mr. Batrovr in 
his dispatch covering the Allies’ Note of 10th January, 1917 
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As to the sanction necessary for enforcing ‘the will of such a | dictive action of any kind ; that no nation or people shall be robbed f 
League, Lord LaNspOWNE says: ” or punished because the irresponsible rulers of a single country 
Such sanction would probably take the form of coerc io n | have themselves done deep and abominable wrong.” And when 
applied in one of two modes. The ‘ aggresscr’ would ag cracy has been “ shewn the utter futility of its claims to power 
ciplined eit he 4 by th pre ssure ot s ip rbor n wal and mil tar\ ey | oF eas dle rship n the mo le rm we rid, we shall at last be free to do an 
strength. or by the denial of commercial access and facilities.” | ie yrecedented thing, and this is the time to avow our purpose to 
B ; , fabl do it We shall be free to. base peace on generosity and justice, to 
a commer vor t is only justiliable as a war sasure | . . 
put @ comm ; : po —- | the exclusion of selfish ne ms to advantage, even on the part of the 
That we shall have to secure ourselves against the fiscal | victors 
hostility of others that . sh | h we to pre - the recur- | pyesident Wrson insists that the present and immediate task is 
rence of the conditions under which, when wa : woke out, w © | to win the war and “ nothing shall turn us aside from it until it is 
ss ol ssenti Onmodit s ecause e ad ] ” sas 
found ourselves sliort ol v3 i pote "1 hal | accomplished.” But the importarit question is, what does “ winning 
Owet he l nadust S and « ta sources of s 1 ” 
allowed rtain ! I} ippss ’ | the war ’”’ mean? 
pass entirely uncer tre contro ! i! enemies nm one will 
doubt ; subject, however, to this reservation that it will surely We shall regard the war as won only when the German 
be for our interest that the stream of t e should, so far as people say to us, through pr perl) accredited representatives 
our own fiscal interests permit, be ed flow strong and that they are ready to agree to a settlement based Upon justice 
uninterrupted jin its natural cham and a reparation of the wrongs their rulers have done. 
As to territorial clain these. savs Lord Lanxspuowy wer This implies, continues Mr. Wrtison, the deliverance of Belgium 
stated in the Allies’ Not f 10th Januar 1917, but this was on] and Northern France from Prussian conquest, and the deliverance 
a broad outline. an require to be re-examined. To this effect of the peoples of Austria-Hungary, of the Balkans, and of Turkey, 
he points out, spoke M \serirn in Oetober last when he said | alike in Europe and Asia, “from the impudent and alien dominion 
that there wer many thir n a world-wide conflict such as this | of the Prussian military and commercial autocracy ”; but there is 
which must of necessif eft over for discussion and negotiation no “wish in any way to impair or to re-arrange the Aust 
for accommodation and adjustment, at a lat ue.” Hungarian Empire” 
To this Lord Lanspowne adds [t is no affair of ours what they do with their own life, 
rn . P » ] - > » _ 
It is surely most important that this wise counsel should either industrially or politically. We do not purpose or desir 
kept in mind. Some of our 01 lesiderata have prob to dictate to them in any way We only desire to see that 
ably become unattainable. Others would probably now be their affairs are left in their own hands in all matters, great 
given a less prominent pl ce than w n they were first put or small We shall h« pe to secure for the peoples of the 
forward Others agair not the reparation due Balkan Peninsula and for the people of the Turkish Empire 
Belgium. remait nd must alwa emain in ‘the front rank : the right and opportunity to make their own lives safe, then 
hat-when it comes to the wholesale hr angement of the map own fortunes secure, against oppression or injustice, and from THE 
of South-Eastern Europ may we sk for a su pension of the dictation of foreign Courts or parties, I 
judgment, and for the elucidation which a frank exchange of And our attitude and purpose with regard to Germany he | 
views between the Allied Powers can alone afford.” self are of a like kand. We intend no wreng against the ‘ 
German Empire, no interference with her internal affairs. THE 
Finally, Lord Lanspow enumerates five points which h We should deem either the one or the other absolutely unjusti- \ 
thinks ought to be made quite clear to Germany in order to tiable, absolutely contrary to the principles we have professed THE 
encourage the peace party thet to live by and to hold most sacred throughout our life as a cs 
That we do n esi th inniniliation of Germany as nation.’ : 4 
a Great Power . : ‘ ; SWEE 
(2) That ’v : k : And, contrary to what “the people of Germany are being told A 
2 at we do net se © dinpuse upon eople ; : . 
he ess, I por poo) ‘Ny | by the men whom they now permit to deceive them and to act as t! 
form of government other than that of t ir own choice ; * ‘ “ . . Vif 
7 ; , their masters namely, “that they are fighting for the very life ( 
(3) That except sa legitimate war measure, we have n :* on “ : . . A 
and existence of their Empire, a war of desperate self-defence R 
desire to deny to Germany her place among the great com ’ , . & . 
ssateitiedl abigail 5 against deliberate aggression the fact is that no one is Th 
l¢ Clai COMM l i we wort . 
, F threatening the existence, or the independence, or the peaceful ing 
(4) That we ire prepared, when the war is over. to examine . ‘ . ” 8, 
: : ’ nterprise of the German Empire.” The worst that can happen to hope 
in concert with her Powers the group of international ‘ r . 2 
wh] é‘ the Germans, says Mr. Witson, if they continue after the war to arran 
problems, some ol them i 1 ent origin which are « nnected liv : | th 7 ki | f masters i th ut . 
. . cle » Si 1e ao as > be é 
with the question of the freedom f the seas ; ive un I t im ! 1aste ‘ crim 
(5) That we are prepared to enter into an international pact t might be impossible to admit them to the partnership of conta 
under which imple oj] portunities would be afforded fer th natu ns which must henceforth guarantee the world’s peace. snail 
settlement of international d sputes by peaceful means.” That partnership must be « . partnership of pe yples, not a mere The J 
iain: ten ene Mental ‘] 4h partnership of Governments. It might be impossible also in ef 
ase e pos aisp a e S le aues no e tree ) ‘ 
the seas’ ; © ireedom Ol such untoward circumstances to admit Germany to the free we fo 
© Seas . ay 
a economic intercourse which must inevitably spring out of the fear 
rhe formula is an ambiguous one, capable of many inecon- other partnership of a real peace. But there would be no doubt 
sistent interpretations, and | doubt whether it will be seriously aggression in that, and such a situation, inevitable because of diseor 
contende 1 that there is no room for profitable discussion.” distrust, would in the very nature of things sooner or later cure any « 
That an atten pt should be made ¢ ring about the kind of itself by processes which would assuredly set in.” Royal 
pact suggest lin (591 | belt common ground to all the om ‘ , : P : String 
belligerents, and probably to all the neutral Powers.” The German Government, indeed, must adjust itself to common Law | 
' j : standards of morality 
With the criticisn hich hay heen mice n this letter as to : 
its opportunen we imagine, rather than its substance—we are The thought of the plain people here and everywhere 
ne al | 
not concerned ; } sufhenent to*recognize its fundamental motive. throughout the world, the peo] le who enjoy no privilege, and 
which is to attain the substantial obiects of the war without the have very simple and unsophisticated standards of right and 
1 rn . . 
continuance of t present tragedy, with its appalling loss of life, wrong, is the air all Governments must henceforth breathe if 
its misery for the peop! s and it threatened national bank they would live. It is in the full disclosing light oe ue [To 
ruptcies thought that all policies must henceforth breathe if they would @: 
Py WW \ live. It is in the full disclosing light of that thought that all follow, 
LESIDEN ILSON S DRESS TO Cho LES j i f 
DDRI CONGRESS policies must be conceived and executed in this midday hour o! he wins 
Turning to President Witson’s speech, his first insistence is tha the world’s life.” “The 
this tolerable ne of wh th ’ GQ . ; 16 
this intolerable thi f which the masters of Germany have And as to the highway of the seas President Witson says of an 
shewn us the ug y lace, tms mena of combined intrigue and : : . .— 
force which we now clear] the Germat Se a Our entrance into the war has not. altered ow ai tude ficiarie 
ate co Ss . Vv as ne terman pow a thing 
without conscience, or honour } ty for As wi y ng | towards the settlement that must come when it is over. said of 5s. 
hon 1 7 « or covenal ~ ) ©. | 
must be crushed, and, if it be not utterly brought ¢ rupee - ees in January that the nations of the world were pe not One of 
andl, ot utter yrough d, at . 
least shut out from the friendly intercout ie aa Oe only to free pathways upon the sea, but also to assured and un- shewin 
t ourse Oo le waiions ; , 
But, this done , hall | molested access to those pathways. I was thinking, and | am years ; 
m i > we sii e ww I P fT, P ] » ° 
price for pea : is . — glad to pay the ful thinking now, not of the smaller and weaker nations alone, ficate j 
> > eace, ve ra t ¢ rinaty " ; | 7 
price will F 7 F. anereGy ty We know what that which need our countenance and support, but also of the great are als 
re, wl we | iw na] eticre . > “at 
} a at aaa Iai, im} trtial ¥ tice justice done a and pe werful nati ns. and of our present enemies, as we | as various 
“ve ny an to every ti that the fin «x ~— ; Rah : i 
a XL — ( rat nation, : ut the final ttlement must effec our present associates in the war. I was thinking, and am benefic 
"The Cs aS \ i 4 . " 1 . . . ° : at, 
| as our friends The voices of humanity grow thinking now, of Austria herself, among the rest, as well as of given 








daily more audible which “ insist that the war shall not end in vin Serbia and of Poland. > questic 
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And he concludes : — 

“Tt is because it is for us a war of high, disinterested pur- 
pose, in which al¥ the free peoples of the world are banded 
together for the vindication of right, a war for the preservation 
of our nation and of all that it has held dear of principle and 
of purpose, that we feel ourselves doubly constrained to 
propose for its outcome only that which is righteous and of 
irreproachable intention, for our foes as well as for our friends 
The cause being just and holy, the settlement must be of like 
motive and quality. For this we can fight, but for nothing less 
noble or less worthy of our traditions. For this cause we 
entered the war, and for this cause will we battle until the 
last gun is fired. 

“T have spoken plainly, because this seems to me the time 
when it is most necessary to speak plainly, in order that all 
the world may know that, even in the heat and ardour of the 
struggle, and when our whole thought is of carrying this war 
through to its end, we have not forgetten any ideal or prin- 
ciple for which the name of America has been held in honour 
among the nations, and for which it has been our glory to 
contend in the great generations that went before us. 

“A supreme moment of history has come. The eyes of the 
people have been opened and they see. The hand of God is 
laid upon the nations. He will show them favour, L devoutly 
believe, only if they rise to the clear heights of His own justice 
and mercy.” 

(To be continurd.) 





Reviews. 
Legal Diaries. 

Tue Lawyer’s CoMPANION AND Diary, AND LONDON AND PROVINCIAL 
Law Drrecrory For 1918, wirn Taste or Costs, &c., &c. Edited 
by E. Layman, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. 72nd Annual Issue, Stevens 
& Sons (Limited); Shaw & Sons. 

Tue Lecan Diary anp ALMANac, 1918. 39th Year of Publication. 
Waterlow Brothers & Layton (Limited). 

Tue Souicrrors’ Diary, ALMANAC, AND LecaL Directory, 1918. 74th 
Year of Publication. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 

Sweet & Maxwe.u’s Diary ror LAwyers ror 1918. Edited by FRancis 
A. SrRinGER, of the Central Office, Royal Courts of Justice, one of 
the Editors of the Annual Practice, and Puiiie Ciark, of the 
Central Office. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; Manchester : Meredith, 
Ray & Littler. 

The legal diaries come to remind us that the New Year is open- 
ing, and that, whatever be the difficulties—difficulties, it may be 
hoped, which will lighten as we proceed—it is necessary to make 
arrangements to “carry on,” so far as possible, as usual. To dis- 
criminate between these four volumes is hardly necessary. Each 
contains, as its name imports, page space for the recording of cur- 
rent business, and in addition each gives a mass of valuable and 
easily accessible information as to matters of professional routine, 
The first three contain London and provincial law directories, but 
we forbear to say further what particular matter -each gives fo 
fear of implying that it is exclusive to anyone. The matter no 
doubt varies, but it would require an exhaustive examination to 
discover what in the way of stamps, duties, fees, &c., is omitted in 
any of them. But we may note the very full information as to the 
Royal Courts of Justice given in the diary for which Messrs. 
Stringer and Clark are responsible—a set-off to the absence of a 
Law List. 








Correspondence. 


Trustees and Income Tax. 

[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 

Sir,—Some of your readers may have some experience on the 
following point affecting the conduct of a trust matter, which 
becomes of importance in these days of high income tax. 

The trustees in the matter I am concerned in pay over the balance 
of annual income to ten beneficiaries. Probably all of such bene- 
ficiaries should not be required to pay the income tax at the rate 
of 58. in the £, the rate which has been paid by the trustees. 
One of them has requested a certificate, accompanied by receipts, 
shewing what the income of the trust has been for the past three 
years and the deductions for income tax in detail. Such a certi- 
ficate is lengthy, involved, and takes some time to prepare. There 
are also the receipts or certificates of deduction to be obtained from 
various mortgagors, etc. It is quite conceivable that some of the 
beneficiaries do not require the certificate, although when once 
given to the tax collector it becomes available for all of them. The 
question then arises, as the trustees are bound to give such a 





certificate and produce such receipts, must the costs incurred be 
charged to the individual beneficiary, or may they be put down to 
the general costs of the estate? If, for the sake of argument, eight 
of such beneficiaries were in receipt of incomes over £2,000 a year, 
and the remaining two were entitled to £150 a year, would not the 
former justifiably complain that the costs ‘on this point had 
nothing to do with them ? 


Dec. 24. Trustees’ SoLiciror. 








An Epitome of Recent Decisions on 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


By Arruur L. B. Tuesicer, Es@., Barrister-at-Law. 
(Cases decided since the last Epitome, Vol. 61, p. 759.) 
(1) DECISIONS ON THE WORDS ‘“‘ ACCIDENT ARISING 
OUT OF, AND IN THE COURSE OF, THE EmPLvuY- 
MENT.” 

Taddington v. Islip Iron Uo. (Limited) (C.A.: Swinfen Eady, 
Warrington and Scrutton, L.JJ., 22nd November, 1917). 


Facrs.—A furnace labourer had to shovel up and screen calcined ore. 
It was very cold weather, and he had had chillblains on his hands. 
While working, one of these frost cracks opened and bled so freely 
that he had to get a fellow-workman to bind it up with his (the in 
jured man’s) handkerchief. Blood poisoning set in the following 
day, which prevented him from working tor a time. Lhe deputy 
county court judge found that the microbes entered the frost crack 
vhile the man was working, that calcined ore dust was liable to render 


a sore septic, but that he could not decide whether the microbes came 
from the dust or the handkerchief or from some other source. He 
therefore made an award in favour of the respondents. 


Decis1on.—The man’s incapacity to work resulted from the injury 
caused by the crack opening and becoming poisoned. This had been 
found to have happened while he was working, and it was not material 
to allocate the precise source from which the microbes started on their 
journey and ultimately reached his hand. Appeal allowed. (From 
note taken in court. Case reported Soticrrors’ JouRNAL, 8th Decem- 
ber, 1917, p. 120; L.7. newspaper, Ist December, 1917, p. 75; L.J. 
newspaper, 8th December, 1917, p. 438.) 


Alleock v. Rodgers (C.A.: Swinfen Eady, Warrington and 
Scrutton, L.JJ., 23rd November, 1917). 

A potman was cleaning a brass plate outside the public-house 

vhere he was employed when he was injured by a bomb dropped by 
enemy aircraft 1 


Facts. 


The county court judge awarded compensation 
Derctston.—There was no evidence that the potman was exposed to 
iny special risk incident to his employment, and therefore the accident 
lid not arise out of his employment. (From note taken in court 
Case reported W.N., lst December, 1917, p. 353; 1:7’. newspaper, 15th 
December, 1917, p. 111; “./. newspaper, 15th December, 1917, p. 450.) 


Arkell v. Gudgeon (H.L.: Lord Finlay, C., Lords Dunedin, 
Atkinson, Parker and Sumner, 7th December, 1917). 


Facts.—A woman emploved by a dentist in London was t out 


daily on errands. On the 7th June, 1916, while out on such an errand, 
she fell on a greasy pavement and was injured. The county court 
judge refused to award compensation, and the Court of Appeal di 
missed the appeal without hearing arguments, the question being at 
that time “admittedly covered by authority. 

Decits1on.—The case was covered by th recent decisior the 


House of Lords in Thom v. Sinclair (1917, A. C. 127) and Dennis v 

White (1917, A. C. 479). Appeal allowed. (Case reported SOLICITORS 

Journau, 29th Dec., 1917, p. 174; Z.7'. newspaper, 15th December, 1917, 

p. 110.) ’ 

(2) DECISIONS ON THE ASSESSMENT OF COMPEN- 

SATION, 

Woodilee Coal and Coke Co. (Limited) v. M’ Neill (H.L.: Lord 
Finlay, C., Viscount Haldane, Lords Dunedin, Atkinscn 
and Parmoor, 16th October, 1917). 

Facts.—In 1914 a miner, who was earning 40s. a week, contracted 
nystagmus. He was paid 20s. a week compensation. In June, 1916, 
he was able to do surface work, ar 1 was employed by the same em 
is also paid 6s. 3d. compensation, being 


ployers at 27s. 6d. a week ; he w 

half the difference in wages before and after his illness. Later, he 
applied for a review on the ground that the general rise in wages con 
stituted an alteration in circumstances It was admitted that as a 
miner he would have been able to earn at least 55s. a week The 
sheriff substitute inc reased the compensation to 12s 6d a week 


Dectston.—It was quite competent for the arbitrator to make such 
un award, and there was no reason for disturbing it. (From note taken 





JournaL, 20th October, 1917, p. 7; 


in court. Case reported Sori ITORS 
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L.T. newspaper, 
p. 296; L.J. new pape 


393; W.N., 27th October, 1917 


1917, p. 385.) 


20th October, “1917. ; 
, ord Mevenhie, 


Hau? ( h wood Collierie s (H.L. $ 
Atkinson and Parmoor, 


Heathcote 
Lords Dunedin, 
1917) 


Lord Finlay, C 
30th 


October 


Facts A miner lost the sight of one eye by accident His wages 
had been 35s. a week. When he recovered he was employed on the 
surface as packer and loader at 30s. a week. Subsequently he was di 
missed, and then obtained employ ment as a horse driver at 30s. He 
claimed compensation at the rate of 5s. a week. The county court judge 
found that, owing to the general rise in wages, he could earn as a 
pa ker and loader more than 35s. a week, and chet such work was suit 
able employment ; he awarded compensation at 5s, a week. The Court of 
Appeal (Warrington, L.J., dissenting) set aside the award. 

Dectsign.—There was no finding that the workman could obtain 


employment as a packer and loader, or that he 


had acted unreasonably 


in accepting employment as a horse driver at 30s. a week. In these 
circumstances the judge was entitled to take into account the wages the 
workman might have earned but for the accident as an element in 
deciding whether to award the maximum amount or not. (From note 
taken in court Case reported Soricrrors’ JourNAL, 10th November, 
1917, p. 53; L. 7. newspaper, 3rd November, 1917, p. 6; W. N., 10th 
November, 1917, p. 318: L. J. nev spaper, 17th November, 1917, p 405 


Great Western Railway Co. vy. Helps (H.L. Lords Dunedin, 
Atkinson, Parker, Sumner and Parmoor, 29th and 30th 
November, 1917) 

FACT \ 1y porter met with an a lent, for which he was 
entitled to ny at His w s were £1 5s. 10d. a week, but 
the county irt jud held that tips re ed by him, which averaged 
12s. a week, should be included his earnings. There was a regula 
tion prohibiting port from accepting tips, but it as admitted that 
this reguiation wa ne r entor d ind that it is ret zed that 
porters received tips d Che Court of Appeal affirmed the judge’s 
decision. 

Decrsi1on Che jud is right, as the employers were obviously 
privy to the arr t h porters eived tips But tl 
decision did not extend to tips or gratuities which were illicit, which 
involved or encouraged neglect of duty, or which were casual and 
Spor idic, or trivial In amount From note taken in court Case 
reported Soricirors’ JourNAL, 8th December, 1917, p. 120; 7'imes, 1s 
December, 1917; ZL. 7’. newspaper, 8th December, 1917, p. 93; ZL. J 


449 


newspaper, 15th December, 1917, p 


(3) DEC'SION ON “CONTRACT OF S*RVICE.” 


Pountney v. Turton (C.A.: Swinfen Eady, Warrington and 
Scrutton, L.JJ., 2lst November, wae 
FACTS \ 1 t é is « » lead a horse which 
towed a barge, wa j 1 by the horse His per ies entailed that he 
hould at times start working at 3 a.m., and he did so start on the day 
of the acciden Under the Emy ment of Children, Act, 1903, s. 3, it 
is illegal to employ a 1 be 19 p.m. and 6 a.m. By section 13 a 
child mea 1 person under fourteen years of age The count 
rt jud 1 th t! boy is em] i under an illegal ntra 
ind ref lt rd n 
Dercisto There v evide to support the findin Ry 
take n court. Case reported Sortcrrors’ JournaL, 22nd December: 
1917, p. 159; W. N., 1st December, 1917, p. 353; Z. 7’. newspaper, 15th 
December, 1917, p. 110; Z.J. newspaper, 15th December, 1917, p. 450 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS 


House of Lords. 


ARKELL v. GUDGEON. 


s COMPENSATION—WORKMAN DIRECTED TO GO ON ERRAND ON 
YYER'S BUSINES SLIps ON GREASY SUBSTANCE ON PAVEMENT 
Street RisK—ACCIDENT ARISING OUT OF AND IN COURSE OF EMPLOY 
MENT—WoORKMEN’S CompPENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (1) 
Part of a woman reqular employment with the respondent was t 
he h os been sent on an errand, and as she was ng 
sli ppe 1 on some greasy substa fell, and injured 
her wrist 


6th December. 


WORKMEN 
Empw 


qo errands ‘ retur 


ce on the pavement 


Held, that the accident was due.to a atreet risk, and arose out of and 
in the course of he employment 

Dennis v. White & Co (61 Soricrrors’ Journat, 558; 1917; A. ¢ 

479, 10 B. W. C. C. 280) followed 


Appeal by the applicant from an order of the Co urt of Appeal, which 
amrmed the decision of His Honour Judge Howland Roberts at the 
Clerkenwell County Court. The appellant, a married woman, aged 
sixty-seven, was employed by the respondent as an attendant in his 


m-square, W.C. Part 
who often 


surgery at Gord of her employment was 


dental g 
the respondent 


to go errande for 


As she was the only attendant she was on 
these occasions usually told -to hurry. On 7th June, 1916, she was sent 
on an errand to Kentish Town, and told to harry back. As she was 
returning she slipped on something of a greasy nature on the pavement, 
fell, and broke her wrist. In the county court the respondent “ 
and did not dispute the material facts, but said that 
’ was something which might hapr pen to 


errands three times a day. 


no evidence, 
‘personal injury by accident’ 


any member of the public using the streets, and that therefore it did 
not arise ‘‘ out of ’’ the employment. It was admitted on behalf of 
the applicant that, according to existing cases, this contention could not 


be resisted, and accordingly the arbitrator made an award in favour 


of the respondent. An appeal was entered from that award on the 
ground that the arbitrator was wrong in law in holding that the per 
sonal injury by accident did not arise out of and in the course of the 
employment. The appeal was heard on 8th February, 1917, was 
dismissed without argument, and no judgments were delivered, the 
existing authorities being conclusive against the appellant. The appeal 
was then entered to their Lordships’ House on the same ground as before, 


In support of the appeal it was submitted that, on the authority of 


the decisions in that House in 7'hom v. Sinclair (61 Soiicrrors’ Jovrnat, 
350; 1917, A. C. 127) and Dennis v. White & Co. (61 Soticrrors’ Journat, 
558; 1917, A. C. 479), the appellant was entitled to succeed. for the 
respondent it was argued that there was nothing to shew that the 
accident arose ‘‘out of ’’ the employment. It was not the case of a 
workman being exposed to a special risk, which his employer knew 
must be run in order to carry out his order. That was the ground upon 
which Dennis v. W hite & Co. (supra) was decided on, for ther vas 
necessarily a risk attending the riding of a bicycle through London 
traffic. In Thom v. Sinclair (supra) the ground of the decision was that, 
but for the conditions of her employment, she would not have been et 
the particular place at the particular time that the wall blew down 


In thos was a nexus between the accident and the employ- 


uses there 


ment which was entirely absent in the present case. The award was 
right, for the accident did not arise ‘‘out of’ the employment. 
Without calling for a reply, 

Lord Frntay, ¢ in moving that the appeal should be allowed, d 
In my opinion it is quite impossible to distinguish this case from 
the decision of your | rdsh ps’ House in the case of Dennis v. White 
(supra), and in my opinion the judgment below ought to be reversed 
and judgment entered for the appellant, with costs here and below, and 


county court judge to assess the eompensation, 
This is a street accident, and I really } 
to what I said long ago in the case of 
which will be found reported 
[Also reported in 


the ise remitted to the 
Lord DunepIn : I concur. 
nothing to add upon the matter 
Viller v. Refuge As 
in 1912, S. C. 37, at 
5 B. W. C. C. 522.] 
Lords ATKINSON, PARKER, and SuMNeER concurred. The appeal was 
,ccordingely allowed, with costs there and below, and the case remitted 
to the yurt yur dge to assess compensation, CounsrL, for the 


lave 


surance Co, (supra), 


the bottom of p. 41. 


unty ¢ 


wnellant. (. 7. Williams, and EB. Lewis Davies; for the respondent, 
Piahy Swit, K.C.. and Fortune. Sorscrrors, Berry, Tomkins, d&: Co.; 
Bak Blaker, & Hawes 
[Reported by Ensxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law ) 
Court of Appeal. 
KEMP +. ELISHA. No. 2. 13th, 14th, and 30th November. 
[ACKNEY CaRRIAGE—TAXI-CAB—-NEGLIGENCE OF DRIVER—REGISTER O8 


A 

Licences—Person ReGIsTeReD AS PROPRIETOR—METROPOLITAN POLICE 
Carriace Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vicr. c. 115), ss. 6, 11—HACKNEY AND 
Stace Carriace Orper, 1907, pr. 9. 

{ taxi-cab, while in charge of a driver, 
brought an action to recover damages against the defendant, 
not’ the driver of the taxi-cab, but whose name and address were entered 
in the Register Licences of Hackney Carriages at Scotland Yard, tn 
respect of the taxt-cab, under the heading ‘ proprietor,” and therein 
he was described as the managing director of the Holland Park Tax 
Supply Co. (Limited). The defendant tendered evidence at the trial 
shewing that he was not the proprietor or part proprietor of the taxi 
ab. He mntended that, as a matter of law, the fact that his ime 
appeared on the register was only prima facie evidence, which could be 
d by ev idence that he was not the proprietor, and that in the cir 
cumstances he was entitled to judgment. Salter, J., directed the jury to 


injured the plaintiff. He 


wih was 


rehutte 








sent her on an average on | the 


return such damages as they thought fit against the defendant, as he 
ruled that the certified extract of the Public Register of Hackney Ua 


riages was conclusive evidence that the defendant was the proprietor of 


the cab, and as such was liable for the negligence of the driver The 
jury awarded the plaintiff £175, and the defendant appealed. 
Held. that the extract from the re gqister was not conclusive as t the 


ownership of the taxi-cab, and that the learned Judge ought not to have 
excluded evidence on that point from the consideration of the jury. 
{ yrdingly a new trial was ordered. 


Appeal by the defendant from a judgment of Salter, J., with a jury. 
The statement of claim set out that a motor-cab, the property of the 
defendant, negligently driven by the defendant’s servant or agent, in- 
jured the plaintiff. By his defence the defendant said (inter alia) that 

» driver of the motor-cab was not his servant, nor was the motor-cab 
defendant's property. The defendant’s licence was issued to him 











wise 
carr 
seem 
that 
defir 
ever 
app! 
thin; 
mad: 
whic 
¢. 22 
sichs 
Sect 
but t 
be 0} 
Prin: 
hire 
Unde 
grant 
The 
certa 
Unde 
licen 
1907 
anyor 
the A 
whicl 
Acts 
the d 
drive: 
* pro) 
bility 
antho 
respor 
by th 
ferred 
opinic 
the f: 
plaint 
as at 
in tha 
defenc 
There 


Ban 


Order 


and F 
White 








} On 
sent 
was 
ent, 
ced 
hat 
1 to 
did 
of 
not 
our 
the 
per- 
the 
was 
the 
eal 
re, 
of 
rAL, 
‘AL, 
the 
the 
fa 
ew 
pon 
vas 
lon 
iat, 
rt 


wn 


Vas 
Led 
the 
nt, 


OF 
Ice 
ND 


He 
108 


ed 


ia 
1x 
ial 


ne 








Dec. 29, 1917 














THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER [Vol. 62.) 175 ~ 





under an order of 1907, made pursuant to section 6 of the Metropolitan 
Public Carriage Act, 1869, and was issued to the defendant as managing 
director of a limited company. Salter, J., relying on Venables v. Smith 
(1892, 3 Ch. 527), King v. London Improved Cab Co. (23 Q. B. Div. 281), 
and Keen v. Henry (1894, 1 Q. B. 292), held that the certified extract 
from the Public Register of Licences of Hackney Carriages was con- 
clusive evidence that the defendant was the proprietor of the motor 
cab, and he excluded evidence tendered by the defendant to shew that 
he was not the proprietor of the motor-cab, and that the driver was not 
his servant. The jury awarded the plaintiff £175, and the defendant 
appealed. 


Tue Court, having taken time, ordered a new trial. 


PickrorD, L.J., in giving judgment, said the question arising on this 

appeal was whether the evidence that the defendant was not the pr 
prietor of the motor-cab nor was the driver his servant was properly 
rejected by the learned Judge at the trial. To decide that it must be 
assumed that the evidence established the facts in support of which it 
was tendered, and the question for the Court might then be thus stated : 
“Is a person who has no interest as owner or part owner in a registered 
hackney carriage liable in damages for all the acts of the driver by 
reason merely of the fact that his name appears on the register as pro 
prietor’ ** Now the licence in this case was granted to the defendant 
under the powers contained in section 6 of the Metropolitan Public 
Carriage Act, 1869, but in considering the matter it was necessary to 
notice two earlier Acts, the London Hackney Carriage Act, 1831, and 
the Hackney Carriage (London) Act, 1843. The defendant was the 
managing director of a limited company—the Holland Park Taxi Supply 
Co. (Limited)—formed for the purpose of acquiring taxi-caks upon terms 
not material to this case. It must be assumed that the defendant, as 
such managing director, had no property or direct personal interest in 
any cab acquired by the company. In these circumstances no relation 
of master and servant, and certainly no such relation was created at 
common law between the defendant as managing director and any indi 
vidual driver. If such a relation was created by registration it must 
be by reason of some statutory provision to that effect. Having referred 
to the earlier statutory enactments, his Lordship said the Act Of 1843 
did contain provisions in sections 23 to 35 which imposed a liability 
upon proprietors for some of the acts of the drivers, and in one case 
a liability to pay compensation to a limited extent to persons injured 
by such acts. It also contained a definition of proprietor to this effect : 
“The word ‘ proprietor’ shall include every person who, either alone 
or in partnership with any other person, shall keep any hackney car- 
riage or any metropolitan stage carriage, or who shall be concerned other 
wise than as a driver or attendant in employing for hire any hackney 
carriage or any metropolitan stage carriage.’’ That definition would 
seem to extend the word “‘proprietor’’ for the purposes of the Act beyond 
that of owner or part owner, and to subject persons coming within that 
definition to the provisions of the Act as the proprietors. This, how 
ever, was quite irrespective of the question of registration ; the provisions 
applied to the proprietor whether registered or not. That state of 
things continued down to 1869, when two statutes were passed which 
made great alterations—the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1869, 
which by section 35 repealed the provisions of the Act of 1 & 2 Will. 4, 
¢. 22, and by the Metropolitan Public Carriage Act, 1869, other provi 
sions as to the grant of hackney carriage licences came into existence. 
Section 3 of the Hackney Carriage (London) Act, 1843, was not repealed, 
but the repealed sections of the Act of 1831 appeared to have ceased to 
be operative. By section 6 of the Act of 1869, ‘‘ One of Her Majesty’s 
Principal Secretaries of State may from time to time licence to ply for 
hire within the limits of this Act, hackney and stage carriages oe 
Under section 11 the Secretary of State had delegated the duty of 
granting such licences to the Commissioner of the Metropolitan Police. 
The Act did not anywhere use the word ‘‘ proprietor,’’ but imposed 
certain penalties upon the ‘“‘ owner’’ of a hackney carriage (section 88). 
Under that Act various orders had been made regulating the grant of 
licences, and that in force at the time of this licence was made in 
1907. Prior to that order no provision existed for issuing a licence to 
anyone not the owner or part owner of a hackney carriage, and before 
the Act of 1869 no licence was issued to‘Such a person. The conclusion 
which his lordship came to was that there was nothing in any of the 
Acts or regulations to create the relation of master and servant between 
the defendant and the driver, and render the former liable for the 
driver’s acts merely Lecause he was on the register under the name 
“ proprietor,”’ and at common law no such relation and no such lia 
bility existed. The plaintiff's counsel, however, contended that, on the 
authorities relied on by the trial Judge, a registered proprietor was 
responsible for the acts of the driver, because there were expressions used 
by the learned Judges who considered the question in the cases re- 
ferred to. After closely examining the cases, he had come to the 
opinion that was not so, and that the remarks were applicable only to 
the facts of the particular cases, and could not be relied on by the 
plaintiff. It followed that this Court was free to consider the matter 
as at large, and to deal with it as a matter of principle only. Viewed 
in that light, he came to the conclusion that the evidence given by the 
defendant was wrongly rejected, and that there must be a new trial. 
There would be the usual order as to costs. 

Bankes, L.J., and Saraant, J., read judgments to the like effect. 
Order accordingly.—CounseL, for the appellant, J. B. Matthews, K.C.., 
and Harold Brandon; for the respondent, Schiller, K.C., and David 
White. Soxicrrors, S. A. Clench & Co.; Watson, Sons, & Room. 


[Reported by Exsxis Rzrp, Barrister-at-Law.? 








High Court—Chancery Division. ! 
WEST SOMERSET MINERAL RAILWAY CO, AND-OTHERS v. 
ROBINSON AND OTHERS. Astbury, ). 7th December. 


CompaNy—Directors—REMOVAL oOF—GENERAL MrEETING—COoMPANIES 
Crauses Consotipation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 16), s. 91. 

1 general meeting has power to removesdirectors where there ia no 
provision in the Act incorporating the company for the removal of 
directors Where a sufficient number of shareholders, acting under 
section 70 of the Compani s Clauses Consolidation Act. 1845, required the 
directors to cowrene an ¢ rira wdinary meeting to remove all or any of 
the present directors, and to appoint directors to fill up the racancies 
caused by such removal, and to appoint an additional director to make 
the numbers of directors up to the full number, and the directors refused 
to do so, and the shareholders convened and held their own meeting 
and effecte / ue h rem oval, 

Held, that such removal was valid. 

Isle of Wight Railway Co Tahourdin (25 Ch. D. 320) applied 


This was a motion, in an action for a declaration that the defendants 
were duly removed from being directors, and that the plaintiffs, othe 
than the company, were the duly elected directors, for an interlocutory 
injunction to restrain the defendants from acting as directors. On 
the hearing of the motion the following facts were proved by affidavit. 
The company was a company incorporated by two statutes incorporating 
the Companies Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, The Acts provided 
that there should be five directors, with a qualification of fifty shares 
each, and a quorum of three, but there was no provision as to the re. 
moval of directors. In October, 1917, there were four directors, one 
of the plaintiffs and three of the defendants On 12th October, 1917, 
a sufficient body of shareholders, acting under section 70 of the Com 


panies Clauses Act, 1845, required the directors to convene an extra 
rdinary meeting to remove all or any of the present directors, and to 


appoint directors to fill up the vacancies caused by such removal,: and 
to appoint an additional director to make the number up to five Che 
directors having failed to call a meeting on the ground that, in their 
opinion, the first two objects were ultra vires, the shareholders them 
selves convened meetit for 21st November At this meeting resolu 
tions wert pas ed removing the three directors, who are defendants in 
this action, and appointing one of the plaintiffs an additional director 
and two other plaintiffs to fill up two of the vacancies caused by the 
removal of the three defendants. On the next day the new board held 
vhich resolutions were passed confirming the appointments, 
mplete the requisite number. The 


a meeting at 
and appointing the new director to « 
defendants declined to recognize the validity of these resolutions, and 
purported still to act as dirgctors; hence this action. Counsel: for the 
plaintiffs relied on Js/e of W ight Pailway ('o v. Tahourdin (1883, 





s f tl suses Consolidation Act, 1845. Counsel 
for the defend that the observations of the Judges in 
he Court of Appeal, to the effect that there was this power of removal 
under section 91 of the Companies Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, were 
only dicta, and they contended that there was no such power to remove 

ider the section They referred to Automatic Self-Cleansing Filter 
Syndicate Co. v. Cunninghame 1906. 2 Ch. 34) 

Asrsury, J., after stating the facts, said :—The question is whether 
the removal of the defendants is valid. I do not propose to express 
my own view, as it would be @isrespectful if I did not follow the 
clearly expressed views of the Court of Appeal in Jsle of Wight 
Railway ('o Tahourdin | upra It is true they are only dicta, the 
actual decision being that a meeting would not be restrained because 
the notice of the objects was too wide. But the opinions on which they 
dissented from Kay, J.’s view are clearly expressed, directly in point, 
and have never been dissented from, and I have no alternative but to 
follow them and grant the injunction until the trial.—Counsr., The 
Hon. Brank Russell, K.C.; Bb. B. H. Bridges; Hewitt, K.C., and J, M. 
Paterson Soricirors, Cooper & Co., for Davies, Sanders, & Swanwick ; 
Siow. Preaton, d Lyttelton, for Cathorne, Coulman, & Lawrence 


(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


e ( mpant 


25 Ch. D. 320), and contended that the resolutions were valid under 
ection 9 | 
1 


ants contende, 





King’s Bench Division. 


GONSKY v. DURRELL. Div. Court. 15th*November. 
DistrEss—Tooits or TRADE—VALvE or Goops Lert—Onvus or Proor— 
Law or Distress AMENDMENT Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 21), s. 4 

County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. oc. 43), s. 147. 

Where a plaintiff is claiming for the illegal distraint of a tool of hia 
trade. under section 4 of the Law of Distress Amendment Act, 1888, 
the onus is upon him of proving that the section has been contravened 
by the distrainor not leaving upon the premises wearing apparel, bedding 
and tools of trade to the value of £5; and not upon the defendant of 
shewing that he has left such value. 

Appeal from the Whitechapel County Court. The action ‘was for 


wrongful distress by the plaintiff's landlord for rent in arrear 


of £4 13s. 


The ‘bailiff seized a sewing machine which the 


plaintiff used in his trade as a tailor’s presser, and the plaintiff 
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alleged that it was wrongfully distrained under section 4 of the Law 
of Distress Amendment Act, 1888. The county court judge entered 
judgment for defendant, as the plaintiff had failed to give evidence 
that the defendant did not leave £5 of bed, bedding or wearing apparel 
upon the premises after levying the distress. The plaintiff appealed. 
Section 147 of the County Courts Act, 1888, is substituted for section 
96 of the Act of 1846 for levying execution issuing out of the Court, 
and iby virtue of section 4 of the Law of Distress Amendment Act, 1888, 
on any distress for rent; the provisions relating to exemptions from 
distraint are the same—viz., that the wearing apparel and bedding, 
and the tools and implements of trade, are excepted to the value of 
£5. The plaintiff contended that the county court judge was wrong 
in holding that the onus of proof that £5 worth of goods was not left 
on the premises was upon him, and that the onus was not on the de- 
fendant of shewing that it was; but there is no case as to this point 
on the Act of 1888. He also contended that, under the common Jaw, the 
distress was illegal, as the tools of trade can only be seized when there 
is not sufficient other goods, and the proof of this is on the defendant : 
Nargett v. Nias (1859, 1 E. & E. 439). Therefore it must equally be so 
with the statutory limitation. The defendant contended that the onus 
lay on the plaintiff, who must prove all the facts necessary to shew 
that the distress contravened the Act, amongst these facts being that 
£5 of bedding and wearing apparel was not left. 

DartinGc, J.—The particulars of claim alleged the distraint to Le in 
contravention of section 4 of the Law of Distress Amendment Act, 
1888. This section provides that any chattels of the tenant or his 
family, which would be protected from execution under the County 
Courts Act, shall be exempt from distress for rent. The question raised 
here is whether under that section it is for the plaintiff or the defendant 
to prove the value of the wearing apparel, bedding and implements 
of trade left upon the premises after the distress. In my opinion, ‘it 
is for the plaintiff ; he must shew that the section has been contravened. 
Here the plaintiff gave no evidence as to the value of the “goods left 
on the premises. He, moreover, contended that, even if the onus were 
upon him under the statute, this was immaterial, as the distress was 
bad, either under the statute at common law. But he based his 
action upon the statutory provision, and he is not entitled to travel 
outside his particulars. This, however, does not imply that the statute 
takes away the common law protection of implements of trade. The 
plaintiff may have a good cause of action at common law if there were 
sufficient other goods on the premises on which to levy, for in that case 
the defendant would have no right to distrain the sewing machine; 
and.in such an action the burden of proving the insufficiency of the 
other goods would be upon the defendant. The county court judge was 
right, and the appeal must be dismissed. 


or 


Avory and Sankey, JJ., agreed.—Counse., H. S. Q. Henriques, for 
the plaintiff; G. W. H. Jones, for the defendant Soricrrors, G. 
Vandamm d: Co Forbes &d: Son. 


(Reported by G. H. Kwort, Barrister-at-Law.} 


New Orders, &c. 
New Statutes. 
On 20th December the Royal Assent was given to the following 
Acts 
Appropriation Act, 1917. 
Naval and Military War Pensions, &c. (Committees) Act, 1917. 
Education (Provision of Meals) (Ireland) Act, 1917. 
Chequers Estate Act, 1917 
South Staffordshire Mond Gas 
No, 2) Act, 1917 


Parker’s Divorce 


(Power and Heating) Company’s 


Act, 1917. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 21st December contains the following :- 

1. A Proclamation, dated 21st December (printed below), making 1st 
January a Bank Holiday. 

2. A Proclamation, dated 21st December (printed below), forbidding 
the importation of securities into the United Kingdom. 

3. An Order in Council, dated 21st December (printed below), 
scribing the constitution of the Air Council 

4. An Order in Council, dated 27th November 
new Defence of the Realm Regulations 

5. An Order in Council, dated 21st December, varying the Statutory 
List under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916. Addi- 


pre- 


(printed below), making 


tions are made as follows :—Argentine, Paraguay and Uruguay (2); 
Bolivia (3); Brazil (8); Central America (1); Chile (6); Colombia (3) ; 
Cuka (1); Ecuador (2); Greece (1); Netherlands (4); Netherland East 
Indies (5); Norway (15); Peru (2); Spain (15); Sweden (1); Venezuela 
(2 There are also a number of removals from and variations in the 
List, and the usual notices are appended (see ante, p. 10). A List (The 


Consolidating List, No. 414) consolidating all previous Lists was pub- 
lished on 7th December, 1917, which, together with the present List, 
contains all the names which up to this date are included in the Statu 
tory List 





6. Two Orders of the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), dated 
20th December (printed below), relating to the Southern Military and 
Transport Area. 

7. An Admiralty Order, dated 17th December (printed below), relating 
to Oxygen. 

8. A Ministry of Manitions Order, dated 2lst December (printed 
below),relating to Tin. 

9. An Army Council Order, dated 18th December (printed below), 
relating to Sheepskins, &c. 

10. Notice, dated 20th December, of a Rule made by the Lords Com- 
missioners of His Majesty’s Treasury under the Intoxicating Liquor 
(Output and Delivery) Order, 1917 (Part II.) (Wine and Spirits). 

11. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, dated 20th December (No. 
1310 of the year 1917), cancelling various former Notices, relating to 
England, South-east Coast : Dover Channel—Light-Vessels established ; 
Traffic Regulations. 

The London Gazette of 25th December contains the following : 

12. An Order in Council, dated 21st December (printed below), 
making new Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

13. A General Order of the Local Government Board, dated 18th 
December (printed below), under the Motor Car. Acts, 1896 and 1903. 

14. Two Admiralty Notices to Mariners, dated 21st December, as 
follows : 

(1) No. 1313 of the year 1917 (revising No. 1051 of 1917, which is 
cancelled), relating to English Channel, North Sea Southern Portion, 
with Rivers Thames and Medway and approaches. Pilotage and traffic 
regulations. 

(2) No. 1312 of the year 1917 (revising No. 984 of 1917, which is can 
celled), relating to England, South Coast. 

The Port of Newhaven is closed to all merchant vessels other than 
those employed on Government service, and those which have previously 
obtained special permission to enter from the Divisional Naval Transport 
Officer, Newhaven. 

15. We also print below a number of Food Orders. 





A Proclamation 
FOR A BANK HOLIDAY. 
GEORGE, RB.1. 

We, considering that it is desirable that Tuesday, the First day of 
January next, should be observed as a Bank Holiday in England and 
Wales, and in ireland, and in pursuance of the provisions of ‘‘ The 
Bank Holidays Act, 1871,’’ do hereLy, by and with the advice of Our 
Privy Council, and in exercise of the powers conferred by the Act afore- 
said, appoint Tuesday, the First day of January next, as a special day 
to be observed as a Bank Holiday in England and Wales, and in Ireland, 
under and in accordance with the said Act, and We do, by this Our 
Royal Proclamation, command the said day to be so observed, and all 
Our loving subjects to order themselves accordingly. 

2lst December. 


A Proclamation 


RELATING TO THE IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES 
INTO THE UNITED KINGDOM. 


GEORGE, RB.1. 

Whereas by Section forty-three of the Customs Consolidation Act, 
1876, it is provided that the importation of arms, ammunition, gun- 
powder or any other goods may be prohibited Ly Proclamation : 

And whereas by certain Proclamations entitled Prohibition of Import 
Proclamations the importation of certain goods has been prohibited 
accordingly : 

And whereas it is expedient~that the importation into the United 
Kingdom of certain other goods should be prohibited ; 

Now, therefore, We, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council, 
in pursuance of the said Act and of all other powers enabling Us in 
that behalf, do hereby proclaim, direct and ordain as follows :— 

As from and after the date hereof, subject as hereinafter provided, 
the importation into the United Kingdom of the following goods 1s 
heraby prohikited, viz. : 

All bonds, debentures, stock or share certificates, scrip and other docu- 
ments of title relating to any stocks, shares or other securities ; with the 
exception of matured bonds redeematle in the United Kingdom and 
coupons falling due for payment in the United Kingdom. 

Provided always, and it is hereby declared, that this prohibition shall 
not apply to any such goods which are imported under licence given by 
or on Lehalf of Our Treasury, and subject to the provisions and con- 
ditions of such licence. 

This Proclamation may be cited as the Prohibition of Import (No 
Proclamation, 1917. 


2ist December. 


21) 


Orders in Council. 
THE AIR COUNCIL. 


r 


Whereas by section eight of the Air Force (Constitution) Act, 1917, 


it is enacted that— 
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(1) For the purpose of the administration of matters relating to the _ 
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Air Force and to the defence of the realm by air there shall be estab- 
lished an Air Council consisting of one of His Majesty’s Principal Secre- 
taries of State who shall be President of the Air Council and of other 
members who shall be appointed in such manner and subject to such 
provisions as His Majesty may by Order in Council direct: ; 

(2) His Majesty may by Order in Council fix the date as on which 
the Air Council is to be established and make provision with respect 
to the proceedings of the Air Council and the manner in which the busi- 
ness of the Council is-to be distributed among the members thereof : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased by and with the advice of His 
Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, as ye — 

1. As from such date as His Majesty may hereafter fix by Order in 
Council as the date on which the Air Council is to be established 
the Air Council shall consist of the following members, that is to say :— 


One of His Majesty's Principal Secretaries of State who shall be 
President of the Air Council ; 

The Chief of the Air Staff; 

The Deputy Chief of the Air Staff ; 

The Master General of Personnel ; 

The Controller General of Equipment ; 

The Director General of Aircraft Production in the Ministry of 
Munitions ; 

The Adminstrator of Works and Buildings ; 

The Parliamentary Under Secretary of State ; 

Two additional Members. 


2. Of the members. of the Air Council (other than the President) the 
Chief of the Air Staff, the Deputy Chief of the Air Staff, the Master 
General of Personnel, the Controller General of Equipment, and the 
Inspector General of the Air Force, shall be appointed by His Majesty ; 
the Director General of Aircraft Production shall be appointed by the 
Minister of Munitions, and the other Members of the Air Council shall 
be appointed by the Secretary of State. 

3. The Secretary of State is to be responsible to His Majesty and 
Parliament for all the business of the Air Council. 

All business, other than business which the Secretary of State specially 
reserves to himself, is to be transacted in the following principal 
divisions : — 

(a) The Chief of the Air Staff, the Master General of Personnel, 
and the Controllor General of Equipment, to be responsible to the 
Secretary of State for the administration of so much of the business 
relating to the organisation, disposition, personnel, equipment, 
armament and maintenance of the Air Force as may be assigned 
to them or each of them from time to time by the Secretary of State. 

(b) The Deputy Chief of the Air Staff to be responsible for the 
administration of so much of the business assigned to the Chief of 
the Air Staff as may be delegated to him by the Chief of the Air 
Staff. : 

(c) The Parliamentary Under Secretary of State to be responsible 
to the Secretary of State for the finance and contracts of the Air 
Forcé, for the acquisition and administration of lands required for 
the purposes of the Air Force, and for so much of the other 
business of the Air Council as may be assigned to him from time 
to time by the Secretary of State. 

(d) The Administrator of Works and Buildings to be responsible 
to the Secretary of State for the provision and maintenance of the 
works and buildings required for the Air Force. 

(e) The Secretary of the Air Council to be charged with the 
interior economy of the Department and the preparation of all 
official communications of the Council, and with such other duties 
as the Secretary of State may from time to time assign to him. 

4. Subject to the foregoing provisions as to the transaction of business 
in separate divisions, the powers and duties of the Air Council may 
be exerci and performed by any three of their number, and not- 
withstanding that any office the holder of which is a member of the 
Air Council is temporarily vacant. 

21st. December. 


NEW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS. 
(Recitals. ] 


It is hereby ordered, that the following amendment be made in the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations :— 


Banking and Exchange Transactions. 
The following regulation shall be inserted after Regulation 41c— 


41p. A person resident in the United Kingdom shall not without 
permission in writing from the Treasury, directly or indirectly, 
either on his own behalf or on behalf of any other person resident 
in the United Kingdom— 
(i) send any remittance out of the United Kingdom for the 
purpose of— 
(a) making, or subscribing to any loan or subscribing to any 
issue of capital outside the United Kingdom; or 
(b) purchasing any stock, shares or other securities, or any 
property other than merchandise, if the securities or property 
are not in the United Kingdom; or 
(c) purchasing any foreign currency to be held with a view 


above-mentioned transactions if such transaction involves the send- 
ing of any remittance out of the United Kingdom. 


Any Banker or person acting in any similar capacity shall, as a con- 
dition of sending out of the United Kingdom any remittance on behalf 
of any person resident in the United Kingdom, require the person 
resident in the United Kingdom to make a declaration in writing as to 
the purpose for which the remittance is proposed to be sent. 

In any proceedings under this regulation any purchase or agreement 
or offer to purchase foreign currency shall be deemed to be for the 
purpose of holding the same with a view to appreciation in value or 
as an investment unless the contrary is proved. 

Any reference in this regulation to the sending of a remittance out 
of the United Kingdom shall be deemed to include a reference to 
placing money in the United Kingdom at the disposal of a person not 
resident in the United Kingdom. 

If any person acts in contravention of any of the provisions of this 
regulation, or if any person in any such declaration as aforesaid makes 
any statement which is false or misleading in any material particular; 
that person shall be guilty of a summary offence against these regula- 
tions. 

27th November. 


{Recitals.] 
It is hereby ordered, that the following amendments be made in the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations :— 


Powers of the Food Controller. 
1. Regulation 2ce@ shall be amended as follows: 


(1) In sub-section (1) after the words “adapted for sale’’ there 
shall be inserted the words “or which are used for the purpose of 
the distribution of any such article.” 

(2) In sub-section (2) after the words “ possession of the Food 
Controller ’’ there shall be inserted the words “or of such person 
or body of persons as he may from time to time nominate for the 
purpose” and after the words “ directions of the Food Controller ’’ 
there shall be inserted ‘‘or of such person or body of persons as 
aforesaid.”’ 

(3) In sub-section (3) for the words “by the Food Controller 
under this regulation”’ there shall be substituted the words “ under 
this regulation by the Food Controller or by a person or body of 
persons nominated by him.” 

(4) In paragraph (a) of sub-section (4) for the words “ any such 
factory or workshop or other premises as aforesaid’’ there shall be 
substituted the words “any factory, workshop or other premises 
in which any article to which the powers of the Food Controller 
under regulations 2r to 2s extend is manufactured, stored, or pro- 
duced or adapted for sale or which are used for the purpose of the 
distribution of any such article,” and for the word * production ”’ 
there shall be substituted the words “manufacture, storage, pro 
duction or distribution.” 

2. In Regulation 23 after the words ‘‘exercise and performance ”’ 
there shall be inserted ‘‘ by any persons or bodies of persons approved 
by him for the purpose or.” 

Powers of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries. 

5. Regulation 2m shall be amended as follows :— 

(1) by the substitution of the following paragraph for paragraph (c) 
of sub-section (1) thereof :— 

“(c) provide accommodation for persons, machinery, implements 
of husbandry or plant, farm produce, stock or animals, employed 
or used by the Board for the cultivation of land or the increase of 
the food supply of the country, by taking or retaining possession of 
any land or buildings; and ”’ “ 

(2) by the insertion after paragraph (e) of the following paragraphs: 

*(ee) by notice served on the occupier of any land require him in 
accordance with the terms of the notice to adapt the land for cul- 
tivation by repairing or removing any hedge or fence on the land, or 
by clearing or repairing any ditch or drain, whether natural or 
artificial, by which the land is capable of being drained; and 

‘* (eee) by order, applicable generally or to any specified area, and 
published in such manner as the Board may consider to be best 
adapted for informing persons thereby affected, prohibit or regu- 
late the use of land for the cultivation of any crop specified in the 
order, and by any such order require the ploughing up within such 
time as may be specified in the order of any land in use at the date 
thereof for the cultivation of any such crop and” 


(3) by the insertion after paragraph (m) of the following paragraphs: 


“ and 
“(n) on the application of any drainage authority empowered by 
a local Act to levy rates to a limited amount, by order increase 


the amount that may be so levied; and 

“(e) by notice served on the occupier of any agricultural land or 
the person having the management of any such land require him to 
make within such time and in such form and to such person as 
the notice may prescribe a return in writing with respect to the 
cultivation of the land or the crops or live-stock thereon or any 
other matter as to which the Board may desire information for the 





to yore in value or as an investment; or 
(ii) take part in, or agree or offer to take part in, any of the 





purpose of the proper exercise of their powers under this regulation, 
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but so that no such-return or any part thereof shall be published 


LAW REVERSIONARY Y  NTEREST SOCIETY 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S ine FIR FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1863. 


Capital Stock. .. 1. 12 = «= £400,000 


Debenture Stock - --- £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ~ ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Propesal and full information ean be edt d at the Society's Offee. 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary, 








(2) In paragraph (b) thereof for the words “the contents thereof 
have been previously submitted to and passed by” there shall be 
substituted the words “copies thereof have, seventy-two hours at 
least before such printing, publication or distribution, as the case 
may be, been submitted in manner hereinafter mentioned to.”’ 

(3 After the proviso the following paragraph shall be inserted 

‘For the purpose of the submission of copies of leaflets under 
this regulation three copies (each containing such names and 
addresses as aforesaid) must be delivered to or left at the office 
of the Director of the Official Press Bureau or other person autho 
rised as aforesaid, accompanied by a note stating that they are 
suheainted for the purposes of this regulation signed by the person 
submitting the same and containing his address; and where the 
leaflet in question is substantially identical with a leaflet previously 
submitted (whether the two leafiets have the same title or different 
titles, or are or are not submitted by the same person) the note 
shall contain a statement to that effect and must be accompanied 
by a copy of the leaflet previously submitted. 

4) For the words “or circular” there shall be substituted the 

‘circular, card, and poster.” 
5) At the end of the regulation there shall be inserted the words 
or any document issued by,or under the authority of a candidate 
at a pending parliamentary election for the purpose only of pro 
moting his election.”’ 





words 


Smoking in Factories, dc. 
3. In Regulation 35a after the words ‘ the 
following paragraph shall be inserted :— 


‘contrivance for smoking ”’ 


The Food Controller may as respects any premises to which his 
powers under Regulation 2cG extend exercise the like powers as 
are by this regulation conferred on the Admiralty, Army Council, 


” 


and Minister of Munitions. 


Safety of British Ships. 


after the words “ continue to be’’ there shall 


‘ painted in such manner and.’ 


10. In Regulation 37¢ 
be inserted the words ‘ 
Unauthorized U se 


of Uniforms, 


Bad gy s, £c. 

11. In paragraph (a) of Regulation 41 for the word “medal’’ where 
it first occurs there shall be substituted the words “‘ or medal (whether 
such uniform decoration or medal is British or foreign.”’ 


Powers of Search, dc 
12. In Regulation 51 after the words “naval or military authority ’ 
where they secondly occur there shall be inserted “ with the consent 
if the Admiralty or Army Council, or a chief officer of police with the 


Secretary of State, the Secretary for Scotland, or the 
Ireland, (as the case may be).”’ 


Regulation 53 after the words “naval or military 


consent of a 
Chief Secretary in 


13. In 


authority 





or disclosed except for the purposes of a prosecution under this 
regulation ; 
(4) by the substitution for sub-section (3) of the following sub- 
section 
5) If any person obstructs -or otherwise interferes with or 
impede s any officer in the execution of his powers under this reguia 
tion r discloses or publishes any return or part thereof in contra 
vention f this re gulation, or, being an occuptlel ot any land or 
building of which the Board require possession? or of which the 
tenancy of the occupier has been determined by notice se?ved unde 
this regulation, without lawful excuse, refuses to give possession 
thereof to the Board or to quit such land or building, or, having 
been served with a notice under this regulation requiring him to 
do any act, negligently or wilfully fails to comply with the require 
ments of the notice, or, where the notice requires him to make a 
return, makes a false return, he shall be guilty of a summary 
offence against these regulations 
5) bv the substitution in sub-section (9) for the words “ paragraphs 
(h) to (m) where thos« rds first occur of the words ‘* paragraph 
(ee) and paragraphs (h) to (n ind for those words where they secondly 
occur of the rds paragraphs (h) to (n)”’ ind by the substitr ution 
in the same sub-section for the words “ sub-sections ) (6) and (il 
of the words “ sub-sections y (5) (6) and (11 
Land i) ation f Government Department 
4. For Regu ing regulat | be substituted 
If iny person vitnout lawful iut! rity enters or remains 
on any d hi G rnment Dey nent or any body 
or person authorised by Government Department is in pos 
session under the powers conferred by Regulation 2 or (b) which 
has been pro ided for use s allotments or field gardens under tiat 
regulation or otherwise and on which there are growing crops and 
m ! | there nspi u aisp ved notice ot this pl Vision, 
or damages any growing crops or hedge or fence on any such land 
he we guilt rf summary offence against these regulations 
7’ u and Light’ Railway 
\it Regulat in wing regulation shall be ins¢« rted 
7npn. (1) I Board of Trade, for the purpose of making the 
most effi 1 f t naterials or plant belonging to a tramway 
wv light rai indert with a view to the email prosecu 
tion rder require the whole or any part ol 
the rolling-sta materials and plant, including permanent way 
f ar uch undert ing to be placed it their disposal or at the 
disp ny p ’ body of persong named by them 
Whe ! 1 l has been made the Board or any such 
pe ! bod f persons may take possession of such portions of 
the rolling-stoc materials or plant of such undertaking as they 
may require and may remove them and make use of them for th« 
pur} es I ny the tramway o1 light railway 
\ny order made under this regulation may be revoked, 
extended or varied as occasion requires 
) If any person fails to ounaly with the provisions of an 
order made under tl egulation, or wilfully hinders or impedes the 
execution of any such order, he shall be guilty of a summary offence 
igafnst these regulation 
| 
Cont l of Light 
6.. After Regulation 11 the following regulation shall be inserted 
‘11a. The Minister of Munitions, with a view to maintaining or | 
increasing the supply of light, heat or power for the purpose of the 
production, repair or transport of war material or any other work 
necessary for the successful prosecution of the war, may by order 
direct that lights of any specified class or description shall be ex 
tinguished or their use restricted to such éxtent, between such 


-~] 


there 


co 


hours, within such area, on such premises and during such period 
as may be specified in the order, and if any person having control 


of any light, or occupying, or having control of, or managing, or 
being in charge of premises in, on or in connection with which 
any light is used acts in contravention of any such order he shall 


be guilty of a summary offence against these regulations : 
Provided that this regulation shall not apply to any light required 


to be kept lighted by a competent naval or military authority, or 
other officer authorized bv him for the purpose, or under any order 
made under Regulation 11 by the secretary of State, or the Secre- 
tary for Scotland.’’ 


Spreading False Re ports, de 


of Regulation 27 after the 
“or fire brigade 


In paragraph words “ police force ”’ 


s shall be inserted the words 


authorized in that behalf by the ’’ there shall be 


‘ Admiralty, Army Council or.” 


” any person duly 


inserted the words 


Authorities. 


14. At the end of Regulation 62 the following paragraph shall be 
inserted aid 
‘For the purposes of these regulations the expression ‘ chief 


officer of police’ shall include any police officer duly authorized to 
take the place and exercise the powers of the chief officer of police 
during his absence from duty.”’ 

2ist December. 


Admiralty Order. 
OXYGEN. 
The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, in exercise of the powers 
conferred upon them by the Defence of the Realm Regulations and all 


other powers thereunto enabling, and with the concurrence of the Army 
Council and the Minister of Munitions, hereby order that, from and 


| after the date of this Order and until further notice, the sale and supply 


| of Oxygen in the United Kingdom shall be regulated in aecérdance with 


War Leaflets } 
as follows :— 


1) For the words “ relating to”’ there shall be substituted the 
words “intended or likely to be used for propagandist purposes in 


Peace and 


tegulation 27c shall be amended 


relation to.”’ j 


such directions as may from time to time be given by the Director of 

Materials and Priority, Admiralty, and hereby order and require as 
follows :— 

(1) No person or company manufacturing or supplying Oxygen 

shall sell or supply the same otherwise than to such persons or com- 
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panies and in such quantities as the said Director of Materials and 
Priority shal] from time to time direct. 

(2) All persons and companies manufacturing or supplying Oxygen 
for sale or for their own use, and all persons and companies re- 
quiring to purchase Oxygen shall render such full and accurate 
returns as the said Director of Materials and Priority shall from 
time to time direct. 

(3) Any failure to comply with any restriction or condition im 
posed or with any ‘directions given hereunder will te an offence 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

Given under our hands this 17th day of December, 1917. 
LIONEL HALsey. 
A. G. ANDERSON. 





Army Council Order. 
THE BRITISH SHEEP SKINS (SALE) ORDER, 1917 
In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby order as follows : 
1. No person shall, without a permit issued by or on behalf of the 
Director of Raw Materials, purchase or sell any skins taken from sheep 
or lambs killed in Great Britain, provided that nothing in this Clause 
shall refer to any butcher or to any person holding a licence issued under 
the Order made by the Army Council on the 21st day of September, 
1917, under the said Regulations and relating to sheep skins. 
2. No.person shall purchase any skins of the description aforesaid at 
Auction except upon disclosing the name of the principal, if any, on 
behalf of whom such purchase is proposed to be effected, and after such 
disclosure the said skins shall not Le sold to such person unless his said 
principal is a person holding a licence issued under the Order made by 
the Army Council on the 2ist day of September, 1917, and relating to 
sheep skins. Skins of the description aforesaid shall be sold at the 
market at which they were offered for sale and not otherwise. 
3. No person shall purchase any skins of the description aforesaid 
otherwise than to fellmonger tl.em. 
4. This Order shall come into force on the fourteenth day of January, 


5. This Order may be cited as the British Sheep Skins (Sale) Order, 
1917. 
18th December. 


Ministry of Munitions Order. 
APPLYING REGULATION 308 TO TIN. 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by Regulation 30s of 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, the Minister of Munitions hereby 
specifies the following metal as being a metal required for the produc 
tion of war material, and therefore subject to the provisions of that 
Regulation, namely :—Tin. 

21st December. 


Liquor Control Orders, 
THE SOUTHERN MILITARY AND TRANSPORT AREA. 
We, the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), in pursuance of the 
yowers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations relating to the 
teed of the Realm hereby make the following Order : 

The Order of the Board made on the third day of July, 1917. 
except in so far as the same applies to the Petty Sessional Division 
of Warminster and the Parishes of Winterbourne Stoke, Madding 
ton, Berwick St. James, Steeple Langford, and Stapleford in the 
County of Wilts (in which said Petty Sessional Division and 
Parishes the provisions of the said Order shall remain in full force), 
is hereby revoked and shall cease to have effect as from the thirty 
first day of December, 1917. 

Given under the Seal of the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) 
this twentieth day of December, 1917. 
D’ ABERNON, Chairman. 
JoHN PrEppER, Member of the Board. 


We, the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), in pursuance of the 
powers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations ;relating to the 
Defence of the Realm hereby make the following Order :— 


1. This Order shal} apply to so much of the Southern Military 
and Transport’ Area as comprises that part of the Petty Sessional 
Division of Warminster, in the County of Wilts, as lies to the 
south-west of the Great Western Railway line from Salisbury to 
Trowbridge, and the Parishes of Westbury, Alvediston, Anstey 
Berwick St. Leonard, Chicklade, Chilmarck, Fonthill Bishop, Font 
hill Gifford, Hindon, Sutton Mandeville, Swallowcliffe, Teffont 
Evias, Teffont. Magna, East Tisbury, West Tisbury, Wardour, East 


2. After paragraph (d) of Article 3 of the Order of the Board 
now in force in the Aréa and made on the seventeenth day of 
February, 1916, the following paragraph shall be added :— 

(e) Notwithstanding anything contained in Article 2 (1) of this 
Order, no person shall either by himself or by any servant or agent 
sell or supply to any person in any licensed premises or club any 
spirits to be consumed on the premises or consume or permit any 
person to consume in any such premises or clu any spirits except 
between the hours of 12 noon and 2.30 p.m. on week days and 
between the hours of 12.50 p.m. and 2.30 p.m. on Sundays. 

And the said Article shall be read as if the foregoing paragrap!) 

were inserted therein. 
5. The secretary of every club to which this Order applies, and 
every holder of a licence for the sale of intoxicating liquor to ke 
consumed on the premises in the above-mentioned part of the area 
shall keep permanently affixed in some conspicuous place in the club 
or in each public room in the licensed premises a copy of this 
Order. 

4. This Order shall come into force on the thirty-first day of 
December, 1917 , j 


Given under the Seal of the Central Control Board (Liquor Tratlie) 
this twentieth day of December, 1917. 
D)’ ABERNON, Chairman. 
JoHN Pepper, Member ef the Board. 


General Order of the Local Government Board. 
MOTOR CAR ACTS, 1896 and 1903. 


Heavy Motor Cars: Amending Regulations. 


fo THE Country Councits of the several ADMINISTRATIVE 
COUNTIES IN ENGLAND AND WALES ;— 

To the Mayor, Aldermen, and Commons of the City of London 
in Common Council assembled ; 3 

To the Councils of the several County Boroughs in England and 
Wales ;— 
To the Councils of the several Metropolitan Boroughs ; 

lo the Urban District Councils of the several Urban Districts in 
Kngland and Wales. 

To the Rural District Councils of the several Rural Districts in 
England and Wales. 

And to all others whom it may concern. 


Whereas in pursuance of Section 12 of the Motor Car Act, 1903, We, 
the Local Government Board, by the Heavy Motor Car Order, '904, 
made regulations with respect to heavy motor cars and such of the 
regulations as are contained in Article VII. of the said Order relate 
to the speed at which a heavy motor car may be driven on any high- 
way : 

Now therefore, in pursuance of Our powers in that behalf, We hereby 
Order as follows: 7 
ARTICLE I.—Subject to the provisions of this Order, expressions in 
this Order have the same meaning as in the Heavy Motor Car Order, 
1904. 

ArticLe If.—So much of Article VII. of the Heavy Motor Car Order, 
1904, as provides that if a heavy motor car draws a trailer the speed 
at which the heavy motor car is driven on any highway shall 
not exceed five miles an hour shall, for the period of the war 
and twelve months thereaftery cease to apply to a heavy motor car 
drawing a “gas container trailer.’’ j : 

For the purposes of this Order a “gas container trailei is a 
vehicle— 


a) constructed or adapted for use and used solely for carryimg 
a bag or other receptacle for containing gas to be used for tae 
purpose of propelling the vehicle ; . 


(6) not exceeding in weight unladen fifteen hundredweight; and 
c) having all its wheels fitted with pneumatic tyres or tyres 
made of a soft or elastic material. 
ArticLte III.—This Order may be cited as the Heavy Motor Cor 
(Amendment) Order, 1917. ‘ . 
Given under the Seal of Office of the Local Government Board, 
this Eighteenth day of December, in the year One thousand 
nine hundred and seventeen. 
W. Hayes Fisner, President. 
H. C. Monro, Secretary. 


Food Orders. 
THE MANUFACTURE OF FLOUR AND BREAD ORDER (No. 2), 


Directions relating to Imported Flour. 


Pursuant to Clause 4 of the Manufacture of Flour and Bread Order 
(No. 2), 1917, the Food Controlier hereby directs that the following 


Knoyle, West Knoyle, Bemerton, Wilton, Great Wishford, South [| conditions shall be observed with respect to the sale and use of im- 
Newton, Dinton, Fovant, Barford St. Martin, Coombe Bissett, | ported flour :— 


Bishopstone, Broad Chalke, Bower Chalke, Netherhampton, West 


1. Imported flour may not be sold by retail or used for any purpose 


Harnham, Ebbesbourne Wake, Little Langford, (rovely Wood, | except when mixed with flour milled and mixed in the United Kingdom 


Baverstock, 
Toney in the County of Wilts. 


Burcombe, Compton Chamberlayne and Stratford | in accordance with the Orders ana directions of the Food Controller 
relating to the milling and mixing of wheaten flour 
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2. The proportion of imported flour in the mixture shall not exceed 


25 per cent. except— 
(a) when sold by retail in Scotland ; or 
(+) when used in Scotland for some purpose other than the manu 
facture of biscuits intended for wholesale sale, 


hall not exceed 50 per cent 


in which ca the proportion si 
These miditions sha ms into force on the 29th November, 1917 


in substitution for the conditions hitherto applicable 
27th November, 1917 


r'HE OILS, OIL CAKES AND MEALS (REQUISITION) ORDER, 


1917 
In exercise, & the I 1 Uonti er hereby orders as follows : 

LT ‘ I i factory « rksltop engaged either 
wholly or partly in t or extractil ft oil from Oleaginous 
Seed N ett 1 k r in the production of Oils, Oil Cakes 
or Me It 1 t ill place at the disposal 
of t | i ¢ t I } le of tl resultant crude oils, Oil 
Cake \I d residu vhich he | in stock at the close of 
busine on Oth Nove r, 1917, or which are produced after that 
day at vet ! rkshop, and shall deliver the same to the 
i 1 Contr r or to Order 

2. Th Ord " | ited as the Oils. Oil Cakes and Meals 
(R quisit O1 1917 

28th November, 1917 


THE HARDENED FAT (REQUISITION) ORDER, 1917 


In exercise, & the I a ( trolle hereby orders as follows : 

lL. The ler of ry factory or workshop engaged either 
vhollvy or part { manufacture by hydrogenation of hardened 
fate ly it t lisposal of the Food Controller the whol 
of the hardened fat hich he has in stock at the close of business 
n 50th N 1917, or which are produced after that date at 
uch factor vorkshop, and shall deliver the same to the Food 
Controlls r to his Order 

2. This Order may | ited as the Hardened Fat (Requisition 


Order, 1917 
28th November. 1917 


THE SHIPS’ STORES ORDER, 1917 
In exercisé, & the Food Controller hereLy orders that, except under 


the authority of the Food Controller, the fellowing regulations shall 
be observed by all persons neerned :— 


1. Su y for ship f No food shall be delivered or supplied 
for consumption on a ship, whether as ships’ stores or otherwise, except 
to and | t pel n named in an author ty issued for the purposes of 


this Order and to the extent mentioned in such authority. 
2. Iasue of authoritic (Authorities for the purposes of this Order 
| iant to the directions of the Food Controller 
1d in such manner and subject to such conditions as the 
Food Controller may from time to time determine 


3. Authorities to 1 cable Any authority issued under this 
Order m Ly Le ithdrawn by the Food Controller ’ 

4. Duty of compliance with conditions.|\—Every person shall comply 
with any condition subject to which an authority is issued under this 
Order 

5. Attempts, false tatement be { person shall not deliver or 


r or supply or procure or attempt to procure 


supply or offer to delive 
ntravention of this Order, or make 


the delivery or supply of food in c 


or connive at the making of any statement which is false in any material 
particular for the purpose of obtaining an authority under this Order 
or for any other purpose connected with any such authority, or forge, 
ilter, or tamper with any such authority 
6. Excepti Chis Order shall not apply 
To His Majesty’s Ships flying the White Ensign; o1 
b) To coasting ships within the meaning of the Customs Con 


~j 


solidation A or 
To such ther Home Trade Ships ot classes of Home Trade 


Ships or to such Hospital Ships and Troopships as may from time 
to time be exempted under the authority of the Food Controller 
from the pi sions of this Order; or : 

d) To the de ery or supply Ly any person of food not exceed 
ing 10s. in value to any » person on any day or to the procuring 


by any person of food not exceeding such value on any one day 
from one or more suppliers 

7. Disclosure All parties to any transaction to which this Order 

applies shall require or disclose (as the case may be) all such information 

as may be necessary for or required by such parties or under the autho 


rity of the Food Controller for the purpose of satisfying them or him 


that the provisions of this Order have not been or are not being con 
travened 
8. Records | All persons engaged in supplying food as ships stores 


shall keep acé 


of such supply, and euch re 


urate records of food supplied to any ship and the date 
ds shall at all times be open to the inspec 


9. Interpretation.}—For the purpose of this Order ‘“food”’ shall 
include live stock and every article used for food or drink by man, othe: 
than water, and any article which ordinarily enters into or is used in 
the manufacture or preparation of human food, other than flavouring 
matters and condiments 

10. Penalty.}—Infringements of this Order are summary offences 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

11. Limits of Order.|—Nothing in this Order shall exempt any person 
from any obligation to comply with any Order of the Commissioners of 
Customs and Excise as to pre-entry of goods intended for exportation or 
shipment as stores 

12. Title and commencement.j—(a) This Order may be cited as the 
Ships’ Stores Order, 1917. 

4) This Order shall come into force on the 10th December, 1917. 


5th December, 1917. 


PIGS (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER, 1917. 


General Licence. 

Che Food Controller hereby excepts from the operation of the above 
Order sales and purchases of (a) breeding sows and (6) small pigs 
weighing at the tame cf sale less than 3O lbs. live weight, which are 
bought for store purposes 

This Licence shall come into force on 16th December, 1917. 

10th Dex ember, 1917. 

THE TEA (PROVISIONAL PRICES) ORDER, No. 2, 1917 

In exercise, &c., the Food Controller hereby orders that, except under 
the authority of the Food Controller, the following regulations shall 
be observed by all persons concerned : 

1. Jnterpretation.}—The ‘*'Tea Control Scheme’’ shall mean thi 
scheme comm mily known as ‘*‘ The 90 per cent. Tea Control, 1917 
‘Class C Tea’’ and ‘“‘ Class D Tea”’ shall respectively mean such teas 
as may have been or may be so classified under that scheme, whether 
is Ol iginally framed or as amended. 

‘Controlled Tea shall mean tea which has been or may be sold 
under the ‘‘ Tea Control Scheme.’’ ‘‘ Uncontrolled Tea’’ shal] mean tea 
which has not been sold under the ‘‘ Tea Control Scheme.”’ 

2. Maximum prices.}—(a) On and after 17th December and until 51st 
December, 1917, the maximum price on the occasion of any sale of 
Class D Tea or of Uncontrolled Tea, whether wholesale or retail, shall 
be at the rate of 4s. per lb. including import duty, or 3s. per lb. ex 

o 


] { 


cluding such duty. 

») On and after 31st December, 1917, the maximum price on the 
occasion of any sale of Class “‘D’’ Tea, whether wholesale or retail, 
shall be at the rate of 3s, 8d. per lb. including import duty, or 2s. 8d 
per lb. excluding such duty. 

(c) On and after 3lst December, 1917, the maximum price on the 

casion of any sale of Uncontrolled Tea, whether wholesale or retail 
shall be at the rate of 2s. 8d. per lb. including import duty, or 1s 8d 
per lb. excluding such duty 

(¢d) On and after 31st December, 1917, the maximum price on the 
occasion of any sale in Ireland of Class C Tea, whether wholesale or 
retail, shall be the maximum price for the time being in force under 
Sub-Clauses (a) and (b) of this Clause in relation to Class D Tea 
Provided that as respects any sale of tea in Ireland the Food Control 
Committee appointed for Ireland by the Food Controller may, subject 
to any difections of the Food Controller, vary the maximum prices fixed 
by this Clause either generally or in any particular case or Class of cases. 
3. No extra charge for packages or credit.}—The maximum prices 
d by this Order and by the Tea (Provisioral Prices) Order, 1917, 
1. as from 17th December, 1917, include all charges for chests or 


ral + € 
ther packages, and no extra charge shal] be made therefor, or for 


} 


iving credit 
4. Charge for delivery.}—Where the Purchaser requires tea to be deli 
a reasonable additional charge may be made for 


vered to his premises, 
a |b. or any 


such delivery, not exceeding a charge at the rate of 4d. 
reasonable sum actually paid by the seller for carriage. 

5. Mixtures of Tea.J—A person shall not on and after 15th January, 
1918, sell or offer or expose for sale, (a) «any controlled tea which has 
been mixed with uncontrolled tea, or (+) any mixture of different classes 
of controlled tea, at a price exceeding the maximum price of tea of that 
lass included in the mixture which has the lowest maximum price 

6. Offer and conditions ] A person shall not sell or offer or expose 
for sale or knowingly buy or agree to buy any tea at a price exceeding 
the price applicaLle under this Order, or, in connection with a sale or 
disposition or proposed sale or disposition of any tea, enter or offer to 
enter into any artificial or fictitious transaction or make or demand any 
unreasonable charge. 

%. Rerocation.|—Clause 3 of the Tea (Provisional Prices) Order, 1917, 
is hereby revoked as on 17th December, 1917, but without prejudice 
to any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 

8. Penalty.J—Infringements of this Order are summary offence 
igainst the Defence of the Realm Regulations 

9. Title.J—This Order may be cited as the Tea (Provisional Pri 
Order No. 2, 1917 

14th December, 1917 
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; THE LIVE STOCK (RESTRICTION OF SLAUGHTER) ORDER, 1917. 

In exercise, etc., the Food Controller hereby orders that except under 
the Authority of the Food Controller the following regulations shall be 
observed by all persons concerned ; 


1. Slaughter of pregnant animals.}—No in-pig sow of any age, in 
lamb ewe of any age, in-calf cow, or in-calf heifer shall after 15th 
December, 1917, be slaughtered or caused or permitted by its owner to 
be slaughtered, 


2. Slaughter of calves.}—(a) After 1st January, 1918, a heifer calf 
and after 15th March, 1918, a male calf shall not Le slaught@red or 
caused or permitted by its owner to be slaughtered. 

}) This clause shall not apply to :— 


(i) male calves of the Ayrshire breed born in Scotland ; or 

ii) the slaughter of a calf which has been marked by a person 
authorized by the Food Controller in that behalf in the manne 
prescribed by this Clause and which bears such mark at the time of 
slaughter. 


The prescribed mark shall be a broad arrow branded in hot pitch 
7v a mixture of hot pitch and tar on the back of the calf midway 
between the hips, the shaft and two barbs of the arrow to be a 4 inch 
in width and the length of the shaft and of the barbs (outside measure 
ment) to be 24 inches, or such other mark as may from time to time be 
prescribed by the Food Controller. 


3. Unauthorized marking prohibited.|—No person shall mark any calf 
with the prescribed mark or with a mark colourably resembling the 
prescribed mark unless he be authorized in that behalf by the Food 
Controller. 






restriction on 


4. Exemption from slaughter.|—The 
slaughter imposed by this Ofder shall not apply to :— 


restriction of 








(a) Slaughter of an animal under the powers conferred by the 
Diseases of Animals Acts, 1894 to 1914, or any Order made there 
under; or 

(6) Slaughter of an animal when such slaughter is immediately 
necessary or desirable on account of accidental injury to the animal 
or of its illness; or 

(c) Slaughter of an animal if in the opinion of a person authorized 
in that behalf by the Food Controller the slaughter is desirable fou 
any exceptional reason or purpose. jl 







5. Provision fur entry.}—For the purpose of executing and enforcing 
this Order any officer or other person authorized by the Food Controller 
may enter into any slaughterhouse or other premises on which he sus 
pects animals are being or have been slaughtered for human food and 
examine any animals or carcases or hides therein and inspect and require 
production of any books or other documents relating to animals 
slaughtered on such premises; and no person shall impede or obstruct 
such officer or other person in the exercise of his powers under this 
Clause. 

6. Veal.}—No meat obtained from any calf born in the British Islands 
shall after Ist January, 1918, Le sold, supplied or offered or exposed 
for sale for human consumpticn except for the purpose of making or as 
an ingredient in a sausage, meat pie or similar article. ; 













7. Lamb.J—No meat obtained from any lamb born in the British 
Islands shall after 1st February, 1918, and before 15th June, 1918, 
be sold or supplied or offered or exposed for sale for human con 
sumption. 

8. Penalty.J—Infringements. of this Order are 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

) 











summary offences 


Interpretation.|—For the purpose of this Order “Calf” means a 
bovine animal in which the first permanent molar or grinder tooth is not 
cut and visible. 


10. Title and extent of Order.j}—a) This Order may be cited as the 
Live Stock (Restriction of Slaughter) Order, 1917. 
4) This Order shall not apply to Ireland. 


14th December, 1917. 


THE CONDENSED MILK (RETURNS) ORDER. 

In exer ise, &c., the Food Controller hereby orders that, except unde1 
the authority of the Food Controller, the following regulations shall 
be observed by all persons concerned :- 


1917, 








l. Returns of stock and purchases of Condensed Milk.}—All persons 
engaged in the purchase, sale, or distribution or storage of Condensed 

lilk shall on or before 24th December. 1917, furnish to the Food Con 
troller a return giving particulars as to their stocks and 
Condensed Milk at the close of business on 17th 
such other particulars as may | 
form of return. : 

2 


purchases of 
December, 1917, and 
® required to complete the prescribed 















Prescribed forms. | 
by the Food Controller 
be returned to The 


L ndon, S.W. i 


The return shall be made on forms prescribed 
r to be obtained from and when completed to 
Secretary, Ministry of Fvood, Palace Chambers, 


3. Exceptions.}—No return shall be required from 
a) a manufacturer in respect of Condensed Milk manufactured 
by him; 


(+) a person whose total holding of Condensed Milk (including 
purchases not yet delivered to him) does not exceed 100 cases ; or 

( a person who has made a return in respect of Condensed Milk 
to the Food Controller since 12th December, 1917. 

4. Rest tions upon dealt mport d Condensed Milk. |—No 
person who has contracted to buy Condensed Milk for importation into 
the United Kingdom shall deal with such Condensed Milk or the benefit 
of such contra so as to divert such milk from the United Kingdom. 

». Per Infringements this Order are summary offences 
gainst t Defence of the Realm Regulations 

6. Inte tation.|}—For+he purposes of this Order, Condensed Milk 
hall include Full Cream Sweetened and Full Cream Unsweetened Con 
lensed Milk, Evaporated Milk and Machine Skimmed Condensed Milk. 

7. Title Chis Order may be cited as the Condensed Milk (Returns) 
Order, 1917 

By Order of the Food Controller. 
' W. H. Beverince, 
Second Secretary to the Ministry of Food 

14th December, 1917 


THE FOOD CONTROL COMMITTEES (AUDIT OF ACCOUNTS) 
ORDER, 1917. 


In exercise, &c.,’the Food Controller in pursuance of an arrangement 
made with the Local Government Board and the Secretary of Scotland, 
hereby orders as follows 

1. Food Control Committees’ (England) Accounts.|—(a) The accounts 
of the receipts and expenditure of Food Control Committees appointed 
by the Lo Authorities in England and Wales in pursuance of the 
Food Control Committees (Constitution) Order, 1917 (hereinafter re 
ferred to as the Order), shall be made up yeafly to the thirty-first day 
of March, the first account being made up to the 3lst March, 1918. 

4) The said accounts shall be audited by a district auditor, and the 
enactments relating to audit by district auditors of accounts of urban 
distri ind their officers, and to all matters incidental thereto 
and consequential thereon, shall apply to the audit of the said accounts. 

2. Food Control Committees’ Scotland) Accounts. | The accounts of 


ceipts and expenditure of Food Control Committees appointed by 
Local Authorities in Scotland in pursuance of the Order shall be made 
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up yearly to the thirty-first day of March, the first account being made , 


up to the 3lst March, 1918, and the said accounts shall be audited :— 
(a) In the case of the accounts of a Food Control Committee appointed 
by the Joint Committee of the County Council and the Town Councils 
of the Royal, Parliamentary and Police Burghs within the County for 
the purpose of the Order, by the Auditor appointed by the Secretary for 
Scotland to audit the accounts of the County Council concerned ; and 
(>) In the case of the accounts of a Food Control Committee appointed 
by a Town Council, Ly the Auditor of the accounts relating to the Public 
Health General Assessment levied by the Town Council 
3. Title This Order may be cited as the Food Contro] Committees 
(Audit of Accounts) Order, 1917 
14th December, 1917 





THE MELK (USE IN CHOCOLATE) ORDER, No. 2, 1917 

In exercise, &c., the Food Controller hereby orders that except unde 
the authority of the Food Controller, the following regulations shall be 
observed by all persons concerned 

1. Use of milk in chocolate No person shall after the 17th Decem 
ber, 1917, use in the manufacture of chocolate any milk, condensed milk, 
milk powder, dried milk or any other milk preparation except ; 

(i) milk powder, condensed milk, dried milk, or any other milk 
preparation which he has in stock at the close of business on the 
15th December, 1917, or which is in the United Kingdom on that 
day and then in course of actual transit to him; and 

(ii) any other milk delivered to him before the 24th December 
1917 


2. Contracts 


|}—Where the Food Controller is of opinion that a con 
t 


tract subsisting at the date of this Order, providing for the purchase 
of any milk, condensed milk, milk powder, dried milk or any other milk 
preparation was made for the purpose of using the article to be supplied 
in the manufacture of chocolate, he may, if he thinks fit, cancel or deter 
mine such contract or modify the terms thereof in such manner as he 
shall think fit 

3. Penalty.j}—Infringements of this Order are 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations 

4. Title This Order may be cited as the Milk (Use in Chocolate 
Order, No. 2, 1917. 

14th December, 1917 


summary offences 


THE RAW COFFEE (RETURNS) ORDER, 1917. 


In exercise, &c., the Food Controller hereby orders as follows 

l feturna of rau flee a) Every person having raw Coffee in his 
possession or under his control or holding raw Coffee for value or in 
trust, whether as a Banker or otherwise, shall on or before the 14th 
January, 1918, furnish to the Food Controllet return giving pal 
ticulars of all raw coffee in bond held by him at the close of business | 


on the 3lst December, 1917, and such further particulars as may be 
required to complete the prescribed return 

4; Persons resident in the United Kingdom who have obtained ad 
vances on the deposit of their coffee warrants as collateral sec urity sha 
include such coffee in their returns, and the persons who have mad 
the advances shall not make a return of such coffee 

Bankers and others holding coffee warrants or other documents on 
account of persons residing outside the United Kingdom shall make 
return of the coffee to which such warrants or other documents relate 

2. Prescribed forms.}—The return shall be made on forms prescribed 
by the Food Controller to be obtained from and when completed t 
be returned to the Secretary of the Ministry of Food (Statistical Branch 
Palace Chambers, Whitehall, S.W. 1 

5. Paw cofhee in bond.) All raw coffee 
sold, but not delivered shall be included by sellers in their returns, and 
sellers shall not be included in the returns of the buyers. 


in bond sold or agreed to be 


4 Exception J—<A person who holds less than 100 original bags of 
raw coffee in bond at the close of business on the 3lst December. 1917 
or who holds raw coffee merely as a storekeeper for other persons shall 
not Le required to make any return under this Orde: 


5. Penalty.J—Failure to make a return or the making of a false return 
is a summary offence against the Defence of the Realm Regulations 

6. Title } This Order may be cited as the Raw Coffee (Returns) Order, 
1917. 

18th December, 1917 


A Reuter’s message from Amsterdam, dated 23rd December, says 
Commenting on the recent speeches of Mr. Lloyd George and Mr 
Asquith, Vorwérts says ** Tf Mr. Lloyd George and Mr. Asquith would 
think more soberly, and use less stale phrases and ideas, they would 
realize that the German people can neither cast off its military equip 
ment nor even effectively combat militarism so long as war lasts. Before 
the war there was a mighty current in Germany which forced militari§m 
on its defence. After the war this current will become overwhelming. 


No one is delaying its final victory but Mr. Lloyd George himself, who 
wants to continue the war until the triumph of the British arms.’ 





Societies. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The directors of this association held their monthly meeting at the 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 17th inst., Mr. L. W. North 
Hickley in the chair. The other directors present were Messrs. G. H. 
sower, E. R. Cook, A. Davenport, W. E. Gillett, C. Goddard, C. ( 
May, W. A. Sharpe and R. S. Taylor. Grants to the amount of £987 
were made in deserving cases, forty new members were admitted, and 
ther neral business transacted. 








Obituary. 


Lord Kinnear. 


Lord Kinnear died at Edinburgh on 20th December at the age of 
eighty-four. . 

Alexander Smith Kinnear, the son of Mr. John Kinnear, merchant, 
Glasgow, was born in Edinburgh in 1833, and educated at Glasgow and 
Edinburgh Universities. Called to the Scottish Bar in 1856, it was 
several years before he attained any considerable practice, and he filled 
the interval with literary work and contributed several scholarly articles 
to the reviews. In a letter, says the Times, written in 1862 to his 
friend Sir Theodore Martin, Dr. John Brown mentions that the article 
on Catullus in a recent number of the North British Review was by 
Kinnear, who, it added, had, shortly before, contributed a paper 
on Shelley to the Quarterly. About the same time that his pen was 
dealing with subjects such as these it was also being turned to a 
more pedestrian department of work—namely, law reporting—and, 
ilthough he probably found less pleasure in recording the judgments 
f the Court of Session than in writing essays for the reviews, he, no 
doubt, discovered that the more prosaic work was also the more remune- 
rative. For a few years he remained on the staff of the Court of 
Session reports, but, as his professional prospects gradually improved, 
he relinquished this work, although some time was still to elapse before 
ie rose to the front rank in the profession. Indeed, it was not till 
the prolific crop of litigation consequent on the failure of the City of 
Glasgow Bank that Kinnear reached the top of the ladder. In the long 
list of cases arising out of that ewe catastrophe Kinnear was 
leading counsel in the Court of Session for the liquidators, and he 
appeared in most of the appeals to the House of Lorde. 

In 1881, on the promotion of Patrick Fraser to the Bench, Kinnear 
was unanimously chosen to succeed him as Dean of Faculty, an office 





f high distinction and the greatest which his professional brethren 
could confer on him. His tenure of-this office was, however, of short 
| duration, for, in the following year, on the death of Lord Curriehill, 
| he was appointed a Judge with the courtesy title of Lord Kinnear. 
| He sat in the Outer House—that is to say, as a Judge of First Instance 
| till 1890. when, on the resignation of Lord Shand, he took his seat 
| in the First Division of the Inner House as an Appellate Judge. Ever 
| since the Court of Session was reconstituted, over a century ago, the 
| First Division of the Inner House has always been first, not merely 
in name, put in prestige, and, certainly, during the years that Kinnear 
sat as a member of that tribunal it lost nothing of its distinction. 
Roth in the Outer House and in the First Division of the Inner House 
Kinnear was a Judge of the best type; courteous and patient, as well 
s learned. It is said that, in his early years at the Bar, he made an 
haustive study not only of the sources of the feudal law, Lut also 
the social conditions in which it grew up, a study which he was able 
» make use of to excellent purpose in his work on the Bench. 
He retired from the Court of Session in 1913, but after that date 
1e frequently took part in the hearing of appeals in the House of 
yw \part from his judicial work, Kinnear cme little before the 
public till his appointment, in 1889, as chairman of the Commission 
set up under the Universities (Scotland) Act of that year, and it was 
largely in recognition of his services on that Commission that he was 
made a peer in 1897. Some years later he served on the Commission 
set up under the Churches (Scotland) Act, 1905, to deal with the 
question of the apportionment of property between the United Free 
Church of Scotland and the ‘“‘ Wee Frees.”’ 
Lord Kinnear was an LL.D. of both Glasgow and Edinburgh Uni- 


versities. He was unmarried, and there is no heir to the title. 


Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 





Captain Hume B. Roderick. 


Captain Hume Buckiey Roperick, Welsh Guards, was the eldest 
son of the late Buckley Roderick and Mrs. Buckley Roderick, of 
(Goodig, Pembrey, Carmarthenshire. Born in 1887, he was educated 
at Parkfield School, Haywards Heath, and at Rugby, where he was # 
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member of the cricket eleven. He was admitted as a solicitor in 1910, 
and was a member of the firm of Roderick & Richards, Llanelly, At 
the outbreak of thé war he was serving as senior captain with the 4th 
Welsh Regiment (T.F.), and while stationed in Pembrokeshire he almost 
lost his life in gallantly attempting to rescue one of his men from 
drowning. He went with the battalion to Gallipoli, but was too ill 
to land with them at Suvla, and was subsequently invalided home, 
proceeding to Egypt again to rejoin his regiment at the beginning of 
1916. In August of 1916 he came home to take a commission as 
lieutenant in the Welsh Guards, and went to the front in December 
of that year; in the following June he was given-his company. He 
was slightly wounded in July, but remained at the front, and was 
killed on December 1, by machine gun fire, while leading his company 
in an attack. His commanding officer writes :—‘‘I can but tell you 
what we as a regiment have lost, and that is—a dear friend, a good, 
keen soldier, and a sportsman : one whom it will be difficult to replace.’’ 
In November, 1916, he married Barbara, elder daughter of the late 
Lieutenant-Colonel R. D. Garnons-Williams, the Royal Fusiliers, who 
was killed at Loos on 27th September, 1915. Captain Roderick was a 
keen breeder of Sealyham terriers, of which he had a fine kennel. 





Legal News, 


General. 


A tablet has been unveiled at the Guildhall, Boston, Lincolnshire, to 
the memory of Captain M. Staniland, Lincolnshire Regiment, joint clerk 
to the Court of Sewers and Town Clerk of Boston, who was killed in 
Belgium on 29th July, 1915. 


At Tower Bridge Children’s Court, on the 21st inst., before Mr. Gill, 
Victor George Stevens, aged fourteen, was charged with stealing £136, 
belonging to his father. Detective Weir said that the boy stole the 
money from his father’s desk, and left home about four o'clock on Tues 
day afternoon. He was arrested at noon on the following day, and then 
had only £76 left. He said he had bought a suit of clothes, two watches, 
and some electric torches, and had given £3 away. He could give no 
further details of his expenditure. The boy was remanded in order that 
he might be sent to a reformatory. 


A number of wounded soldiers were entertained at dinner by his 
Majesty’s Judges at the Law Courts last Saturday. They were taken 
to the Strand in motor-Omnibuses, and were cheered by a large crowd 
of spectators. Mr. Justice Eve, who presided (supported by Mr. Justice 
Shearman and Mr. Justice Younger), gave a cordial welcome to the 
gnests. ‘‘ Your wounds and your sufferings,’’ he said, ‘‘ appeal to us 
as proud and indelitle memorials of many a gallant stand and of many 
an unrecorded act of valour, but above and beyond all this we are grate 
ful to you for the uplifting of our common human nature, for the demons- 
tration to the world at large of the nobility of our national character, 
heroism are capable of climbing.’’ The dinner was followed by a 
concert. 


The Council of the Manchester Association of Importers and Exporters 
have passed the following resolution on the subject of Government con- 
trol of trade :—‘‘ That, while recognizing the impossibility of maintain- 
ing perfect freedom of internal and external trade during the war, this 
council views with alarm the proposals to continue Government control 
of imports and exports for a further period of three years after the war, 
and records its opinion that such control should cease, except with enemy 
countries and subjects, at the earliest possible moment after the war 
consistent with the national interests. Further, the council represents 
that the world-wide commerce of the country has been largely built up 
by the capital, technical knowledge, energy, and enterprise of its mer- 
chants, and it protests against the policy of the Government, which would 
inevitably result in seriously injuring the merchants of this country 
without ensuring any corresponding benefit to manufacturers or con- 
sumers.”” 


The case of the missing steamer Ava, says the Times of the 14th inst., 
under ‘‘ City Notes,”’ the judgment in which was given in their columns 
on Wednesday, is just one of the type provided for_by the new scheme 
of arbitration. The Judge reviewed all the circumstances of the voyage, 
as far as they were-known, and found that the vessel was sunk by a 
submarine, and that therefore the loss fell upon the war risk under- 
writers. Although an arbitrator is in a different position from a judge, 
by teing able to apportion a loss, the cause of which is not absolutely 
ascertainable, as between the war and the marine risk underwriters, 
there is, of course, nothing to prevent him from finding, like a judge, 
that the whole loss should fall on one class of underwriters only, and, 
no doubt, in many cases he will do so. He will be in a better position 
to come to a decision because, as provided for in the agreement, the 
Admiralty will disclose all the information within their possession, 
subject to the one proviso that it would not be detrimental to the public 
interest to do so. The procedure in the case of arbitration should Le 
More expeditious and less costly. Saving in time is one of the main 
Points in favour of the scheme. Underwriters fully recognize that the 
assured should be placed in funds at the earliest possible moment. In 


advances made by the firm. 





THe BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 

5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 2. 
(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL £1.050,000 
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due to FIRE, GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK, 
CONTINGENCY RISKS. 
Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. No Foreign Business undertaken. 





had already made provisional settlements, which now, in consequence 
of the judgment, will not be required. In agreeing to make these pro 
visional payments, to which we referred on Saturday, and in accepting 
arbitration in doubtful cases, they seem, in fact, to have shewn a very 
reasonable attitude. 


According to the Aodlnische Zeitung, says the Westminster Gazette, 
the pamphlet on secondary marriage in Germany, about which so 
much has been written, tar from receiving official recognition, was 
it once confiscated by the military authorities when it was circulated 
among the soldiers of the Eighth Army Corps. When, in spite of con 
fiscation, the pamphlet obtained a limited circulation, says the Kél 
nische, it was decided to prosecute the author and several people who 
had circulated it before the extraordinary court-martial at Bonn. They 
were fined, and the pamphlet was suppressed. A heavier punishment, 
adds the paper, was not inflicted because the contents of the pam 
phlet could not be taken seriously, and the author, with his eccentric 
ideas, was writing in good faith | think it is only fair that this 
statement as to the suppression of this pamphlet should be given. 


In the Admiralty Court on the 14th inst. Mr. Justice Hill, in award- 
ing to the owners, master, and crew of the steam-tug Victcr £1,700 as 
salvage remuneration for services rendered to the Liverpool steamship 
City of I in, said that the case, like so many others which he 
had had to try, gave abundant proof of the courage with which men 
of the British mercantile marine faced the perils of the sea. Here, 
after the City of Lincoln had been torpedoed by an enemy submarine, 
her master, when he was ordered by an officer of one of His Majesty’s 
ships to abandon his vessel, had made it a condition before doing so 
that he should be allowed to return to her the moment assistance was 
available ; and they found that the master, with twelve volunteers from 
the European members of his crew, returned to the ship at the earliest 
possible moment. 


The executive committee of the International Arbitration League has 
passed the following resolution :—‘‘ From the first hour of the invasion 
of Belgium, the International Arbitration League has been loyal to the 
cause of the Allies. It accepts Mr. Asquith’s definition of our supreme 
war aim as that of the destruction of the military domination of Prussia, 
60 that a just,and lasting peace may be secured, and it realizes the neces 
sity of some control of the action of individual citizens in this time of 
crisis. But, in its name, the Executive Committee feels compelled to 
raise its protest against the subjection of opinion to military or other 
special censorship, and it urges the Government to withdraw the new 
regulation concerning leaflets and pamphlets, and to leave entirely to 
the ordinary law courts the decision whether any publication has gone 
outside the limits of legitimate criticism of policy, a course which experi- 
ence convinces the committee would allay serious apprehensions now 
entertained by many sincere supporters of the war for the overthrow of 
militarism as the decisive factor in the world’s affairs.”’ 


A sitting was held in the Bankruptcy Court on the 14th inst., says the 
Times. before Mr. Registrar Francke, for the public examination of 
Mr. John Scott Heron, solicitor, lately practising as Edwards, Heron, 
& Co., in Lawrence-lane, E.C., who was adjudged bankrupt, on his 
own application, on 3rd April last. A statement of the firm’s affairs 
shewed gross liabilities £226,095, expected to rank for £162,734, and 
assets valued at £61.545. M- F T. Garton, Deputy Official Receiver 
attended; Mr. E. W. Hansell appeared for the bankrupt. Examined 
by Mr. Garton, the bankrupt said that in January, 1892, he became a 
partner in Crouch, Edwards, & Heron, solicitors. Mr. Crouch died in 
1893, and he (the bankrupt) continued with Mr. Edwards until 20th 
January last, when Mr. Edwards died. For many years builders had 
been financed from the general balance in the hands of the firm. Mr. 
Edwards had bought building estates, and the moneys of the firm had 
been used to develop them. On the death of Mr. Edwards he consulted 
the creditors, and he filed his petition in bankruptcy. The failure of 
the firm was due to depreciation of securities held mainly against 
Mr. Garton : It is due to these building 
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Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 14 


CoLBRUOK DAIRIRs, LTD. —Creditors are required, on or before Jan 24, to send in their 
names and addresses, with “particulars of their debts or claims, to rrederick Sawyer 
213,8 reatham High rd, liquidator. 

before Jan 31, to send their 


EMPIRE SHIPPING (o, Ltp —Creditors are required, on o 
claims, to Mr. George 


names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
Henry Wills, 49, Mount Stuart sq, Cardiff, liquidator. 


Suir “CAMBRIAN KING,” Ltp.—Creditors are required 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or « 
19, Old Hall st, Liverpool, liquidators 

Suip “ CARNARVON Bay,” LTD. 
names and addresses, with particulars 
Old Hall st, Liverpool, liquidator. 


send 


verts 


on or before Dee 31, to 
laims, to Samuel Rol 


to send‘their 
yberts, 19, 


Creditors are require 1, on or before Dec 31, 
of their debts or claims, to Samuel R 


their names 


TyNEForD & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan, 31, to send 
Ford, 


and addresses, and the part culars of their debts or claims, t> Herbert 
Colmore row, Birmingham, liquidator 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Dic. 18. 


n their 
Mason, | 


to send 
rey 


Jan. 19, 
claims, to P 


r before 
debts or 


H. P. Hopers, Ltp.—Credi o s are required, on 
names and addresses, with particulars of thei: 
64, Gresham st, liquidator. 

Feb 28, to send 

Harull 


Creditors are required, on or before * 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
n-Ginger, Hull, liquidator 


NEWLAND LP CLUB, LTD 
their names and addresse 
William Locking, Colonial chmbrs, Lind.-of-Gre 


| BAGSHAW, ELLEN, Sale, Chester 


| GREEN 


| MENZIES, MARY JANE, Liverpool 
MITCHELL, MARY ANN, Tavistock rd, Westbourne Park 


| POWLES, ALFRED KICHARD WANKLYN, Huron rd Upper Toot'ng 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily 


London Gazette, 


Northamptonshire Mineral Water Co, Ltd. 
Maunirill & Co, Ltd. 

Allen Horders, Ltd. 

Highfield Recreation Club Co, Ltd. 

‘ Railway Hotel Mutual Investment 
Society, Ltd. 


TUESDAY, Dee. 18. 
Mutual Shipping Investment Association 
Ltd. 


Lady Rertha Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Ramsdale Steam Trawling Co, Ltd. 
La Bonne Iatention, Ltd. 


. 3 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 365. 


LAST DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec 21. 
Feb 1 Shipton & Ainsworth, Bu. on 
BARKER, +. MARTYN, Sandown, I of W, Doctor Jan12 Beckingsal>, Said 


own, 


Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
Feb 1 


SARLING, HENRY, Warehorne, Kent, Farmer Jan 31 

BERGER, ETHEL JOSEPHINE, Oxford and(‘ambridge mans, Marylebone rd 
Baxter & Keeble, Laurence Pountney hill 

BOOTH, ELIZABETH, Southport Jan 31 Briggs & Whitworth, Manchester 

BRIGHT, GEORGE, Bristol Jan 41 Meade-King & Co, Bristol 

RistoW, ROBERT SALTER, Mildenhall rd, Clapton, Master Mariner Jan 31 

3olden, Gracechurch st 

BUTLER, FRANCIS MOUSILYAN, Faringdon, Perks 
surrey 

CHAMBERLIN, JAMES, Southsea Jan 21 

CLARK, RICHARD WADSWORTH, Bradford Jan21 Farrar & Co, Bradford 

COLVILE, CAKOLINE MARY, Leamington Jan 15 Dawson & Co, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

DITTMAR, ARNOLD, Singapore Kerly & Co, Austin friars + 

EDMEADES, JAMES FREDERICK, Northfleet Feb 6 Baker, Rochester 

Eve, RICHARD NEWLAND, Upminster, Essex, Farmer Jan 31 Rexworthy & C», Pancras 
Chambers, Queen st, Cheapside 

EYRES, & LIZABETH, Blackburn Jan 31 

FUSSELL, WILLIAM SAMUEL, Folkestone 

GANDY, JAME? GANDY, Ken jal, Westmorland Jan31 Milne, Kendal 

GERRARD, Rev RICHARD, Blackburn Jan3i Farrington, Blackpool 

GOTTFRIED, PHILIP HENRY, Fortess rd, Kentish Town, Baker Jan 31 
Gt James st 

EMILY, Rylett cres, Shepherd's Bush Feb 1 

Haneoop, WILLIAM HENRY, Compton Martin, Somerset 
Bristol 

HEALY, BERTHA JUL'A, Upper Gloucester p! Jan 31 

ffootun, FRED, Glossop Jani14 Bostock, Hyde 

HURRELL, HENRY WILLIAM, Gt Shelford, Cambridge Jan 31 Ead n & Co, Cambridge 

JOHNSON, CHARLES HERBERT, K'ngston upon Hull, Ship Broker Jan 29 Woodhouse & 
Cha ).bers, Hull 

JONES, ANNE JANE, Cheltenham Jan 22 

KAHLE, CHARLES WILLIAM, Huddleston rd, 
Lincoln s inn 

K&LLEY, JOHN FRANCIS, Sutton Feb 1 

LAWRENCE, RICHARD JOHN, Inner Temple, Varr ster at Law 
New ct, Lincoln’s inn 

LESLIz, Capt CLEVENT STANLEY DUNCAN, Melicen,Flint Jan 31 

LEVI, ALFRED KAUFMAN, Portsdown rd, Mai!a Vale, Watchmaker 
& Co, Bedford st, Strand 


W ynne. 


Stro.g & 


Jan31 Smith & Burrell, Richmond, 


Blyth, Norwich 


Farrington, Blackpool 
Jan 21 Gambrill, Folkestone 


Garrett & Son, 


Torr & Co, Bedford row 


Jan 31 Meade-King & (Co, 


Whit. s & Co, Budge row 


Jones & Co, Denbigh 
Tafnell Park, Jew:ller Jan21 Addiscott, 


Miller & Co, Pomeroy House, Basinghall st 
Jan 31 Shelton & Co, 


Gamlin, Rhy! 
Jan 31 Laundy 

Jan 22 Wigglesworth & Son, Manchester 

Jan 31 Strong & Bolden, 
Gracechurch st 

MULHALIg GEORGE, Radcliffe, Theatre Proprietor 

NICKALLs, Brig-Gen NoRMAN TOM, Boston Spa, Yorks 
Lincoln's inn 

PICKFORD, Many ELIZABETH, Leek, Stafford, Grocer Jan2i1 Challinors & Shaw, Leek » 
Staffs 


Dec 29 Aspden, Chorley 
Jan 31 Dawson & Co, New sq, 


Jan 31 Burton «& Son 


Bank chmbrs, Blackfriars rd 








THE LICENSES 


AND GENER 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED. 


Formerly THE LICENSES 
ae, 


MOORGATSE: srr, LONMDowW, 


INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 1,000 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent of 


application. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR 


PROSPECTUS. 








oi 





